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PREFACE. 


Tue ANALECTA THEOLOGICA are now again submitted to 
the indulgence of the reader, and offered for the assistance 
of the Student in Divinity, with a title more accurately 
descriptive of the compilation, its nature, and design. 
As the changes which have been made in the body of the 
work are exceedingly few and unimportant, it will suffice 
to repeat, with little variation, the remarks with which 
it was first introduced to public notice. 32 


The study of the Holy Scriptures naturally divides 
itself into two parts ;—general and particular. Under | 
the former are included the several important subjects 
of the Genuineness, Authenticity, Credibility, and Inspi- 
ration of the entire contents of the Sacred,Canon; the 
languages in which they were originally composed ; 
the rules and principles of Scripture Interpretation ; 
the Geography of the Holy Land; and the history, 
habits, customs, and opinions of its inhabitants: toge- 
ther with a variety of collateral and inferential testi- 
mony from Heathen writers, in corroboration of the 
whole. The latter consists in a close and careful exami- 
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nation of the Scriptures themselves; in applying to 
them the rules of critical investigation previously 
established ; in observing their peculiar phraseology 
and idiomatic expressions; in comparing one scripture 
with another, for the purpose of substantiating doctrines, 
and illustrating precepts; in detecting the minutie of 
verbal forms and usages, and the comparative value of 
various readings; and in exemplifying, by philological 
research, the language, sentiments, and allusions of the 
inspired penmen. 


So far as the general subject is concerned, a work 
has now. been for many years before the public, of which 
the extensive circulation and numerous editions sufficiently 
attest the great utility, and the high reputation in which 
it is deservedly held. It has long been the standard 
text-book of our universities; to the student, who is 
anxious to make any proficiency in Theology, it is 
altogether indispensable; nor is it less valuable, as a 
book of almost incessant reference, to the more matured 
divine. I allude to the Rey. T. H. Horne’s “ Introduc- 
tion to the Critical Study and Knowledge of the Holy 


Scriptures.” 


With respect, however, to the particular study of 
the Sacred Writings, the means of its prosecution 
are not so attainable. There are, it is true, numerous 
Commentaries; any one of which would be sufficient 
of itself to supply that portion of information, which 
is absolutely required from the candidate for holy 
orders. Indeed, we might attempt in vain to specify 
any class of literary labour which exhibits more sound 
learning, and more extensive and accurate research, than 


PREFACE. vii 


the several Commentaries of our own divines. This, 
however, is not the point. The opinion of any one, 
or even several of the best interpreters, especially in 
passages of difficulty and doubt, can lay but a super- 
ficial foundation for a professional knowledge of divinity, 
and, as such, unsatisfactory even to the student him- 
self. The references too, which are continually made 
_to other interpretations, naturally induce’ an anxiety to 
procure a closer insight into their respective merits, 
and to have the option of forming his own opinion on 
the matter in debate. It is clear, however, that the 
limited interval between the time of taking his acade- 
mical degree and of entering the Church, renders. it 
impossible to wade through the voluminous folios of 
the various Commentaries on the Scriptures: and the 
enormous expense of procuring them is no less a bar 
to his wishes, even if he had leisure for their gratifi- 
cation. Several attempts have been made to facili- 
tate this branch of Theological Study, by means of 
abstracts or summaries of the principal Commentaries 
on the New TesTaMENT; but none of them appear 
to have answered the end proposed. From the want 
of perspicuity in their arrangement, they are calculated 
to perplex rather than assist. No order or uniformity 
is observed in the connexion of the different exposi- 
tions ; their comparative probability is entirely over- 
looked ; and the enquirer is left in a maze of conflicting 
opinions, without any guide to direct his escape from 
the labyrinth of uncertainty, in which he finds himself 
bewildered. 


Such at least were the difficulties, with which my 
own entrance on the study of the New Testament was 
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encumbered. The work, in which I had hoped to find 
at least a useful compendium of the most received 
authorities, proved to be most unsatisfactory, even on 
points of minor importance; and a reference to such 
of the quoted Commentaries; which I had the means of 
consulting, attested the meagre outline, into which they 
had been reduced. In many instances, the heads of an 
argument only were to be found; sometimes, nothing 
more than a reference to a particular writer; and seldom, 
if ever, sufficient to dispense with the necessity of fur- 
ther enquiry. In short, a fair idea of the work in ques- 
tion may be gathered from the fact, that the Preface to 
St. John’s Gospel, and the all-important subject of the 
Logos, are passed over without a single word. 


Some years have now elapsed since I conceived the. 
design of a work which should remedy these defects, of © 
which the student has such reason to complain. To 
smooth the path of learning in one branch of Theology, 
as Mr. Horne had done in another, was indeed a task of 
no small labour. Something, however, might be done; 
and I thought that my time could not be ill spent in 
removing out of the way of others those obstacles, which 
I had been obliged to encounter myself. It appeared 
to me, that by collecting into one point of view the 
several opinions of the best Commentators, British and 
Foreign, on the New TrstaMent, condensed into as 
small a compass as was consistent with perspicuity, and 
exhibiting the relative weight of the arguments by which 
they were supported, the object, which I proposed to 
myself, would be effectually attained. The student would 
thus be presented with a comprehensive digest of the 
criticism, philology, and exposition of the sacred text, 
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and enabled to judge of the merits of each particular 
comment, without any reference whatever to the Com- 
mentators themselves. My plan being .thus developed, 
and some progress already made, I was deterred from 
proceeding for a time by the announcement of a work, 
from which I augured the fulfilment of the very task 
which I had imposed upon myself. In this, however, I 
‘was greatly disappointed; and the publication of the work 
in question induced me to take up my pen afresh. 


While speaking of the imperfections of others, how- 
ever, I would by no means be considered insensible to 
my own. In a work of this nature, the labour of which 
can be duly appreciated by those alone who have been 
engaged in similar undertakings, improvements will con- 
tinually suggest themselves; and I shall be ever ready 
to receive, with gratitude, the friendly hints either of 
public or private criticism. In the mean time, it will 
be sufficient to say a few words concerning what has 
been hitherto attempted. Whether I have always suc- 
ceeded in directing the reader’s attention to the best 
solution of a difficulty, it is not for myself to judge; but 
Iam not conscious of having shrunk from the task, or 
of leaving the matter in the dark, in a single instance. 
The several interpretations of any disputed or doubtful 
passage have been arranged in the order of their respective 
merits, beginning with that which has the least, and 
ending with.that which has the greatest, degree of pro- 
bability. Every argument. of weight, adduced in support 
of each opinion, is concisely stated; objections are con- 
futed or confirmed; and the principal authorities in 
favour of the adopted exposition are given at the end 
of the note, distinguished from those on the contrary side, 

8 ; 
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which are enclosed within brackets. It would have been 
manifestly impossible to subjoin the name of every com- 
mentator, who may have been consulted on any given 
passage ; but it is at the same time unnecessary, as they 
frequently tread in the same steps, and employ the same 
or similar illustrations. 


I have taken for granted, that every student pos- 
sesses, or has the means of access to, Mr. Horner's 
Introduction. All points, therefore, which he has han- — 
dled, are purposely omitted; except in some few in- 
-stances, which seemed to require a fuller investigation 
than the nature of his work would admit. To -him, 
then, the student is referred on all points connected 
with the Geography, Institutions, Sects, Customs, and 
Antiquities of the Jews; for an account of the several 
Writers on the New Testament, the Dates of their 
several Books, and Analyses of their Contents ; and 
on all other subjects of general information connected 
with their critical study. Since, however, the Chronology 
of the New Testament has lately been the subject of 
much diligent and learned investigation, it has been 
deemed expedient to prefix to the Commentary three 
Tables, compiled from Greswell’s Dissertations, and a 
fourth from the calculations of the late Dr. Burton. 


In conclusion, I have merely to express my thanks 
to those Reviewers who have spoken favourably of the 
work, and to those private friends whose opinions, though 

perhaps less impartial, have not been less gratifying and 
encouraging. Nor would I omit to repeat my prayers 
to Almighty God for increased success. in facilitating, 
by means of a laborious, and, I trust, useful undertaking, 
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the effective study of the Gospel of hisSon. Et st ca, que 

in his libris exponuntur, tantopere eligenda fuerunt quanto 
_ studio electa sunt, profecto neque nos neque alios industria 
nostre penitebit. (Cic. de Invent. II. in Procem.) 
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A.D. 


27 


28 


29 


30 


TABLE I. 


CHRONOLOGY OF THE GOSPEL HISTORY. 


Commencement of the ministry of John the Baptist, October 5. 

Baptism of Jesus, in the end of January. 4 

Commencement of Christ’s ministry, and the first cleansing of the Temple, 
Monday, April 5 (Nisan 10). 

First Passover, Friday, April 9 (Nisan 14). 

Arrival of Jesus at Sychar, Thursday, May 13. 

Imprisonment of the Baptist, Sunday, May 16. 

First feast of Pentecost, Sunday, May 30. 

Call of the four disciples, Friday, June 4. 

First preaching of Christ at Capernaum, Saturday, June 5. 

First circuit of Galilee, Sunday, June 6. 

First feast of Tabernacles, Monday, October 4. 

First feast of Dedication, Sunday, December 12. 

Miracle at the Pool of Bethesda, Saturday, March 25 (Nisan 10). 

Second Passover, Wednesday, March 29 (Nisan 14). 

Second feast of Pentecost, Friday, May 19. 

Ordination of the Twelve. 

Second general circuit of Galilee. 

Second feast of Tabernacles, Saturday, September 23. 

Death of John the Baptist. 

Third general circuit of Galilee. 

Second feast of Dedication, Friday, December 1. 

Mission of the Twelve, February. 

Feeding of the five Thousand, Thursday, April 5. 

Discourse in the synagogue of Capernaum, Saturday, April 7. 

Third Passover, Monday, April 16. 

Confession of Peter, Sunday, May 20. 

Transfiguration, Sunday, May 27. 

Third feast of Pentecost, Wednesday, June 6. 

Third feast of Tabernacles, Thursday, October 11. 

Appearance of Jesus at the feast, Monday, October 15. 

Miracle on the man born blind, Thursday, October 18. 

Third feast of Dedication, Wednesday, December 19. 

January. Raising of Lazarus, retreat to Ephraim. 

February. Return to Capernaum, and mission of the seventy. 

March, Fourth general circuit of Galilee. 

Passage through Jericho, Friday, March 29 (Nisan 7). 

Arrival at Bethany, Saturday, March 30 (Nisan 8). 


-Anointing at Bethany. 


Resort of the Jews to Bethany, Sunday, March 31 (Nisan 9). 

Procession to the Temple, Monday in the afternoon, April 1 (Nisan 10). 
Second cleansing of the Temple, Tuesday morning, April 2 (Nisan 11). 
Close of our Lord’s public ministry, Wedhesday evening, April 3 (Nisan 12). 
Prophecy on the Mount. 

Agreement of Judas with the Sanhedrim, 

The last Supper, Thursday night, April 4 (Nisan 13). 

The fourth Passover, Friday, April 5 (Nisan 14). 


The Crucifixion. 


The Resurrection, Sunday, April 7 (Nisan 16). 
The Ascension, Thursday, May 16 (Zif, or Jar, 26). 


TABLE II. 


CHRONOLOGY OF THE ACTS, AND OF SUBSEQUENT EVENTS 


A.D. 


30 


TO A.D. 116. 


Descent of the Holy Ghost, Pentecost, Sunday, May 26. 


About 32. Council of Gamaliel. 


36 
37 


38 


40 


4] 


42 


43 


Removal of Pilate, Autumnal quarter. 

Death of Tiberius, March 16. 

First year of Herod Agrippa I. 

Appointment of Deacons, Passover, March. 

Martyrdom of Stephen, Pentecost, May. 

Preaching of the Gospel to the Samaritais, May. 

Conversion of the Eunuch, May. 

Preaching of the Gospels to native Jews out of Judza, May. 

Conversion of St. Paul, Autumn. ‘ 

Return of St. Paul from Arabia to Damascus. 

Commencement of St, Paul’s ministry, Passover, April. 

Beginning of the fourteen years (Gal. ii. 1), April. 

Deprival of Herod Antipas, Winter. 

Fourth year of Herod Agrippa, Spring. ; 

Attempt of Caius Cesar to erect his statue in the Temple, Spring. 

Beginning of the rest to the Churches (Acts ix. 31), Autumn. 

Death of Caius, January 24. 

First visit of St. Paul to Jerusalem after his conversion, Passover, April 4. 

Date of the Ecstasy (2 Cor. xii. 2), April. 

Departure of Paul to Tarsus, about April 19. 

Conversion of Cornelius, May. 

Preaching of the Gospel to foreign Hellenistic Jews, May. 

Mission of Barnabas to Antioch, Midsummer. 

Arrival of Paul at Antioch, Autumn. 

Appointment of James, first Bishop of Jerusalem. 

Departure of the Apostles from Judza. 

Prediction of the famine by Agabus, Autumn. 

Death of James the elder, and imprisonment of Peter, about the Passover, April 12. 

Second visit of St. Paul to Jerusalemy with the contributions from the Church 
at Antioch, April or May. 

Commencement of the famine, Midsummer. 

Return of Paul and Barnabas to Antioch. 


‘Death of Herod Agrippa. 


44 Mission of Paul and Barnabas to the Gentiles, Pentecost, May 21. 
About 45. Return to Antioch. 


About 48. Council at Jerusalem, third visit of St. Paul. 


49 


50 


St. Paul’s second journey, Pentecost, May 26. 
His first visit to Galatia, Summer or Autumn. 
Famine in Greece, Autumn. 

Disturbances in Judea, September and October. 
Arrival of Paul at Athens, Winter. 

Edict of Claudius, Winter. 

First visit of St, Paul to Corinth, Spring. 


A.D. 


51 
52 


53 
54 


56 


58 
59 
60 
61 
62 


63 
64 


65 
66 
67 
68 


69 


79 


94 


TABLE II. XV 


Gallio, proconsul of Achaia. 

St. Paul’s first visit to Ephesus, Winter. 

His ea visit to Jerusalem, close of the fourteen years (Gal. ii. 1), Passover, 
pril 3. a 

Return of Paul to Antioch, Spring. 

Beginning of St. Peter’s circuit, Pentecost, May 24. 

Rebuke of St. Peter at Antioch, Summer. 

St. Paul’s second visit to Galatia, Autumn. 

Preaching of Apollos at Ephesus and Corinth. E 

Commencement of St. Paul’s residence at Ephesus, Winter. 

Arrival of St. Peter at Corinth, Spring or Sumnier. 

First arrival of St. Peter at Rome, Spring. 

Collections in the Churches of Asia and Greece, Autumn. 

Death of Claudius, October 13. 

Letter of the Corinthians to St. Paul, Winter. 

Arrival of Titus at Ephesus from Galatia, Spring. 

His mission to Corinth, Spring. 

Mission of Timothy and Erastus to Macedonia, Summer. 

Departure of Paul from Ephesus, Summer. 

His circuit of Macedonia, Summer and Autumn. 

His second visit to Corinth, Winter. 

Death of the High Priest Jonathan, Passover. 

Departure of St. Paul from Philippi, Monday, March 27. 

His trial before Felix, Sunday, May 21. 

Defeat of the Egyptian impostor, Midsummer. 

Mission of Paul to Rome, August. 

His shipwreck on the island of Malta, November. 

His arrival at Rome, March. 

Arrival of Timothy and Epaphroditus, Midsummer. 

St. Paul’s liberation and visit to Spain, Spring. 

Imprisonment of Timothy at Rome. 

Martyrdom of James the Just, Midsummer. 

St. Paul’s return from Spain, and Timothy’s liberation, Spring. 

St. Peter’s second visit to Rome, Spring. 

Circuit of Crete, Spring or Summer. 

Commencement of Nero’s persecution, July. 

Wintering of St. Paul at Nicopolis, in Epirus. 

Circuit of Dalmatia, Spring or Summer. 

Martyrdom of St. Peter at Rome. 

Apprehension of St. Paul in Asia, Winter. 

Second arrival of St. Paul at Rome, and his appearance before Nero, Spring. 

Martyrdom of St. Paul, Summer. 

Commencement of the Jewish war, Spring. 

Defeat of Cestius Gallus, October. 

Death of Nero, June 9. 

Galba, January 15. 

Otho, April 17. 

Vitellius, December 21. 

Commencement of the siege of Jerusalem, Sunday, April 13. 

Cessation of the daily sacrifice, Sunday, July 13. 

Burning of the Temple, Sunday, August 3. 

Destruction of Jerusalem, Sunday, August 31. 

Recapture of Massada, Tuesday, April 11. 

Insurrection of Jonathan. 

Suppression of the Temple of Onias, Spring. 

Writings of Josephus. 


on 








About 107. Death of Simon, the Canaanite. 
About 116. Martyrdom of Symeon, Bishop of Jerusalem, 


TABLE III. 


DATES OF THE GOSPELS AND EPISTLES, AND THE PLACES 
WHERE THEY WERE WRITTEN. 


' PLACE. DATE, 


Hebrew Gospel of St. Matthew ....ccccseseerssersssersrres Judea | A.D, 42 
Greek Gospel of St. Matthew ..recccerseccscecersrres peenarat Rome 55 
Gospel of St. Mark ...ceeceescescceccccceereees aie s siatatirenere Rome 55 
Gospel of St. Luke ......ceeeceess Melereibtue si cieisle esters .c.emieie: om Rome 60 
Gospel of St, John .recessecessesverseees cooedctccteo ces os) ) bphestsry) kOL 
Acts of the Apostles....... so eed: Bosiicnoc Sie ole ee ore Rome 60: 
Thessalonians I. and II... ce scccccceccvecerreresseeeee +ees| Corinth 50 
Corinthians I. (Winter) .j02.scecccesecces sajdatpistee ear e= te ---| Ephesus 55 
II. (Autumn) ...... Bopdooeioo. areletat eel ide oteleymneters Macedonia | 55 
Gralatians, ./.c rests os slele = siblvusie oieliele’ oe RiMalaNele's altetate sieved ecrd wate 55 
Romans (Spring) .....scccesesccsececcscceccerccssecces| Cenchres 56 
Babylon \ 59 
(in Egypt) |” 
Ephesians (Spring) .....csssceccccssccercccecsccssessscess| Rome 
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Colossians (Summer) .......- miele ele eiolesateteielniviein's et cfehatev a vielecers — 
Philemon ..cccccccsvecccevccccccssrescecserssss seweee ste = _ 
Philippians (Autumn)......¢c.cecscececccws verses ccosscus — 
Hebrews (Spring) 6. ecseccccceesccnccccssceesessseccerers Italy — 63 
"Titus; (SUNIMIEN))|ifaj0/)01ajajois) sia e\e\«! sis\sinlele eloialelaeicusie! « seeseceeee-| Macedonia} 64 


Nicopolis 
Timothy 1. (Winter) rs wtsa cos the gee Ree Ge gee (in Epirus) \ 65 
Petera llc 5 a ccicie:c oats,aiais clone) sleveinfale’ais:ate che enctcltelpiatets car etalwna s\ererets Rome —_— 
Timothy II. (Spring) .....-cceeessevccccceccsccscessccces 





TABLE IV. 


DATES AFTER Dr. BURTON. 


Crucifixion 3] 
Conversion of St. Paul POOLS NSCS A/S SOAPS) 8 AOE 2.9.08? 9.5.0. 919 Seo.” jefe.e.s Mois ae 

Pauliand Barnabas at Jerusalem ‘ag eatly ase cits. « ciajya evi sje ocre sieleetolleleteeniae 
St. Paul’s second Apostolical journey......seessccccsssceves shen’ cle aie ocslein ata) 
His frst arrival in Ome iajeracsisic ee ctelecere ce 


St. Matthew’s Gospel .....000..--0- Melvin sleieisie « oleletea situa ater sees. about 60 
SE Mark’s)- cialvn lasleiayer oielsieis eee ee sercccoereverececese a few years after 58 


St. Luke’s, while Paul was at Cmpareh. sc. func ss theese nic Dena 53 to 55 
St. John’s, at Ephesus, 2. sinc cc scree cs oe pile cleleohlarecicemeitie ssn OO Tan LOG 
Acts, while Paulwas atsRome). Jc. c'sstveslaielelere Gainie cate dicen oe OO OMEDS 


Thessalonians Lt from Corinth { ****" SS kts nb jaye iaiajle nile cailel wife ip te iste e teiferetetane lemme) 


——- Il. «0 a7e.0 eles 6.6 6'8)e'y ecole vista: nls. cle ele Stalels eiateiammee 7) 





Titus 20.016 co 6 ieee 'cleleisiveveis vialstele ciateraie 


Galatians from Ephesus 5 ......0.. 
Corinthians I. ‘ics: beniciienees fae 52 
Timothy, f.,, from: Troas, ..sccice cob a0 0acd stern ces pete eee nee? 
Corinthians IJ., from Macedonia ... aie a leraeler POG 
Romans, from Corinth... 2% 5 « sicthvetsa's sveletets @ayeverere ete ip erate eee ee 
Ephesians, Colossians, Philemon, Philippians, from Rome ......+e+sscecsees 58 
Hebrews, uncertain whence written ....seceseceesece e) o's! arate ei's; oy ayers (oatapaerai red Ct 
Timothy II., from Rome......cecccsecctecssecsescvecsecesee ++ 64, 65, OF 66 
Peter I. and II., shortly before the Apostle’s martyrdom. 
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ANALECTA THEOLOGICA. 





INTRODUCTORY OBSERVATIONS. 


~—_— 


On the Title ; and on the Words AIA@HKH and EYATTEAION. 


I. Tue collection of writings composed after the ascension of 
Christ, by the Apostles and Evangelists, under the acknowledged 
influence of divine inspiration, was, in a very early age, formed 
into one series, with the general title of H KAINH AIAOHKH, 
or, as it is found in some copies, TH] KAINHS AIAOHKH> 
AIIANTA. The word azavra, in the latter form, seems to havea 
marked reference to the prevailing consent of the Christian Church, 
that these, and these only, compose the entire code of writings which 
are to be received as Canonical; i. e. which were unquestionably 
written by the disciples of our Lord, to the complete exclusion of 
those which are apocryphal, or of uncertain authority. The pre- 
cise time, at which this collection was made, is uncertain; but it 
should seem to have been during the second century, immediately 
after the death of the Apostles and their immediate successors ; 
when the early Christians, deprived of the benefit of instruction 
from themselves, sought it more eagerly from their writings and 
histories. It appears also from Tertullian, adv. Marcion. IV. 1. 
that the Latin Christians used the word Testamentum, in rela- 
tion to these writings, before the close of that period, though the 
words kaw diaffjxn are not found in that acceptation till the 
time of Origen, who so employs them in his Treatise wept apywr, 
IV. 1. The appellation thus given evidently arose out of several 
passages of Scripture, more particularly 2 Cor. iii. 14. 16.—where 
St. Paul denominates the religious institutions of Moses and of 
Christ respectively waXara Sraixn and Kavi} dcaOixn,—compared. 
with Jerem. xxxi. 31. where the Septuagint version uses the words 
kav) ScaOhxn, in a prophetic announcement of the dispensation 
of the Messiah. Compare alsoWatt. xxvi. 28. Mark xiv. 24, Luke 
xxii. 20. Gal. iii, 17, Heb. viii. 8. Hence the words, by a com- 
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2 INTRODUCTORY OBSERVATIONS. 


mon metonymy, came at length to signify the Books, wherein the 
writings relating to the religion of Christ were contained ; and the 
Sacred Scriptures of the Jews being called ‘H wadaa Arabfcn, 
those of Christians were superadded under the title of ‘H cacy 
A.aOijxn. In the time of the Maccabees, however, the Penta- 
teuch, or probably the whole of the Jewish Scriptures, were 
known under the name of BiPAwv Scabjxne. 1 Mace. i. 57. 
LXxX. 

II. The word AaOfxn signifies literally an arrangement, from 
SvartOnuu, to set in order; and may therefore imply either an 
arrangement to take place immediately (faedus), or at one’s 
death (testamentum). In the latter sense the word ssabhkn 
generally occurs in the classic writers. Suidas: dcabhxn? n ent 
Ovisxovroc Sidrakic. Throughout the O. T., however, the 
word 3, which invariably signifies a Covenant, is always 
rendered S:aOfxn by the LXX; nor is this latter word ever em- 
plored in the N. T., with one single exception, in Hed. ix. 

5—20. (see note éx Joc.) in any other acceptation than that of 
Covenant; and such is probably the notion which the early 
Greek disciples always attached to it. We, on the contrary, are 
accustomed to render the word by Testament; and since it would 
be absurd to speak of the testament of God, who, as a Being 
incapable of death, cannot have made such an instrument, we 
generally understand the Testament of Christ. But this expla- 
nation evidently removes but half the difficulty; and, in respect 
to the Jewish dispensation at least, the word is wrongly trans- 
lated. It may be inferred, therefore, that as in Galat. iv. 24. d60 
diaOjxae are mentioned, where the Law and the Gospel are evi- 
dently intended, since the former was confessedly a covenant, the 
latter must be so also. And it is clear also, that Baptism and the 
Lord’s Supper being sacraments of this cav7} SiaPhxn, as circum- 
cision was of the waAaa dcaSfxn, these are federal rites and cere- 
monies, stipulations and promises, which again refer to a Covenant, 
not toa Will or Testament. In neither case, therefore, does Tes- 
tament afford the proper meaning of the word. ‘The error 
evidently originated in the ignorance of the Latin translator, who, 
mistaking the meaning of dvaShxn, rendered it by testamentum, 
which, though it corresponds to the Greek in one sense, is an 
improper translation in the present instance. Jerome, in cor- 
recting the old Latin version, altered testamentum in the O. T. 
into either feedus or pactum; and he expressly states in his 
Commentary on Malachi, Ch. II. T. III. p. 1816. that testa- 
mentum, as used in the old version, must be understood to signify 
a covenant. Notandum, says he, quod Berith,verbum Hebrai- 
cum, Aquila svvOixnv, id est, pactum, interpretatur; LXX sem- 
per duashkny, z. e. testamentum: ef in plerisque Scripturarum 
locis, testamentum non voluntatem defunctorum sonare, sed pac- 
tum viventium. Our translators have retained Zestament, as far. 
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as regards the title of the Scriptures; but they have properly 
translated the Hebrew word Covenant, in the O. T., retaining 
Testament generally in the N. T., except in relation to the 
Jewish dispensation. It is not improbable that the propaga- 
tion of the error may have been in some measure furthered 
by the train of the Apostle’s reasoning, in the passage already 
alluded to in his Epistle to the Hebrews. And indeed, upon the 
ground of this reasoning, it may not be amiss to include both 
significations of dvaShxn in the rendering of the title; that of 
Covenant, as being most agreeable to the scriptural use of the 
word, and to the nature of the Gospel, as promising mercies 
upon certain conditions; that of Testament, wherein the death of 
Christ, the testator, is recorded as the seal and earnest of the 
Christian’s inheritance. Micuartis, Marsu, Hammonp, Larp- 
NER, &c. 

III. With respect to the titles of the several books which 
compose the N. T., the word Evayyé\vov, which we translate 
GosrEL, seems alone to require explanation. The word, as 
well as the verb evayyeAtZw, is clearly derived from the adverb 
ev and ayyeAla, a message; and in strict accordance with this 
derivation, it always, in classic writers, denotes either good 
tidings, or the reward given to the bearer of good tidings. 
The latter of these significations is to be met with in Hom. Od. 
. 152. 166. ebayyéAXvov Sé por Eorw. + Eustath. ayasiie ayyeAlag 
Seépov. In other authors the former meaning is almost universal. 
Compare Aisch. Agam. 20. 253. 255. Eur. Med. 941. Arist. 
Plut. 764. Equit. 643. 647. 656. Xenoph. Hellen. 1.6. 29. In 
the Septuagint it corresponds throughout to the Hebrew word 
Mmw2, beshreh, which signifies good news. Compare 1 Sam. 
xxxi. 9. 2 Sam. i. 20. xviti. 20. 27. Isaiah |xi. 1. Jerem. xx. 
15. Hence, from being used in several prophecies relating to 
the Messiah’s advent, as expressive of an eminent quality of the 
Christian dispensation, it became by degrees to serve as a name 
for the dispensation. Hence Theodoret observes upon Romans, 
I. 1. T. III. p. 10. B. EvayyéXov S& re Khovypa mpoonydpev- 
ev, we TOAAWY AyaSev brisxvobuevoy Xoonyiav. EvayyeXl- 
Cerat yap tac Tov Oeov katraAXAayac, Thy TE ta[36Xou kaTaAvow, 
TOV GMAaOTHUATwY THY Apeoty, TOU Savarov Th Tabhav, TOV vEKQ@V 
THY avdotacw, THY CHnV Thv aivvior, TV PactrEav TWY OVPAVwY. 
To this sense of the word, the English Gospel precisely corres- 
ponds, being compounded of two old Saxon terms, God, i. @: 
good, and spel, tidings; though we never attach to it its simple 
derivative meaning, as in the Greek. Hence, therefore, as Camp- 
bell justly observes, the word evayyéAov should not be rendered 
Gospel, when it is contained in a quotation from, or an allusion to, 
the prophets; as, for instance, in Matt. ix. 5. Luke iv. 18. vii. 
22. Rom. x. 15. Heb. iv. 2. since this application of the word 
was not then in use. Other cases will also frequently occur, in 
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which the word should evidently be retained in its simple meaning 
of good tidings; for instance, where the sense is limited by a 
second substantive; as in several of the examples adduced by Mr. 
Horne: Introduction; Vol. IV. p. 240. In St. Paul, however, 
the word is frequently used ‘in its derived sense, as implying the 
religious institution of Christ, whence it sometimes also signifies 
the ministry of the Gospel. See Rom. i. 9. 1 Cor. ix. 18, 
2 Cor, viii. 18. and elsewhere. Hence also, in very early times, 
it was employed to denote the entire history of the life, actions, 
death, and resurrection of Jesus Christ : in which sense it is used 
in the title of the four narratives, which were written by Mat- 
thew, Mark, Luke, and John; who, from this circumstance, are 
called EvayyeAtorai, Evangelists. These titles, however, though 
very ancient, and doubtless added by those who were well ac- 
quainted with the authorship of the respective histories, were not 
prefixed to the Gospels by the writers themselves. Still the usage 
seems to be sanctioned by St. Mark, who has used the word in 
the same signification in ch. i. 1. xiv. 9. See note on the former 
passage. Hammonp, CAMPBELL, WuitBy, FATHER Simon, &c, 

In the inscriptions of the Gospels, (EvayyéAvov kara MarOaiov, 
kara Mapxoy, &c.) the preposition should not be rendered juxta, 
or secundum, as in the old Latin versions ; after which our transla- 
tors have translated it according to. The proper translation is 
that of Castalio, who has Authore Mattheo, &c.; since the true 
import of the titles is, the Gospel written by Matthew, Mark, §c. 
Thus Polyb. Hist. III. 6. ai kar’ "AvviBav roedEae, i. e. the ex- 
ploits of Hannibal. AGlian. V. H. II. 41. 4 nar adrov apérn. 
So also in Acts xvii. 28. tivec rév caY Suac romrov. Nor does 
this at all invalidate the claim of the Evangelists to inspiration. 
Paul does not hesitate to call the Gospel with which he was 
inspired, és Gospel; nor does any one scruple to call the Epis- 
tles written by St. Paul, Pawl’s Epistles. It may be observed, 
that in some of the less esteemed MSS. and EDD. the epithet 
aytov is joined with Evayyéduov, which is evidently a refinement, 
and not in good taste, of a recent date. The word svayyéAiov 
occurs in the N. T. upwards of seventy times, and never with this 
epithet attached to it. CampBeLy, ExsNER, WETSTEIN, 


Note.—On the general design and importance of the Gospels, 
on their authenticity, genuineness, dates, authors, contents, &c. ; 
and on the sources of the three first Gospels, the reader is 
referred to Mr. Horne’s Introduction, Vol. IV. Part 2. On the 
Analysis of the New Testament. With respect to St. Matthew 
in particular, the questions respecting the language in which he 
wrote his Gospel, and the Socinian objections to the genuineness 


of the two first chapters, are discussed at large in the same inva- 
tuable work, 


ST. MATTHEW’S GOSPEL. 


CHAPTER TI. 


Contents :— The Genealogy of Christ by his supposed Father, 
vw. 1—17. The miraculous Conception and Birth of Jesus, 
18—25. [Enlarged account in Luke i. 26,—ii. 39.] 


Verse 1. BiBAocg yevéoewc. Some commentators understand 
an ellipsis of the words, 70 zorit, This is the book, &c. So also 
in Mark i. 1. Compare Gen. ii. 4. v. 1. LXX. But whether the 
words are considered as the title of the whole Gospel, with some; 
or of the first sixteen verses only, with others; it is clear that no 
such addition is necessary. Of the import of the words them- 
selves, the more probable opinion is, that they extend only to the 
genealogy of our Lord, with which the Gospel opens. The word 
yéveoic, indeed, in one of its derived senses, is used to imply Ufe, 
i. e. the duration of life; asin Judith xii. 18. LXX. mapa tacacg 
tac nuéoac tig yevéoewo pov. Compare Wisd. vii. 5. Epist. 
James iii. 6. Hence PiPrAo¢g yevécewe “Incov Xororov may 
be understood to comprehend the entire history of the Life and 
Ministry of Jesus Christ; as the corresponding words in the 
Hebrew, MITDIN ADD, Sepher Toldoth, Gen. v. 1. xxxvii. 2. are 
sometimes supposed to embrace the entire histories of Adam and 
Jacob, with their descendants, respectively. It is by no means 
clear, however, that such an extensive signification is admissible; 
and in Gen. ii. 4. LXX, the expression [iBAoc yevécewe ovpavov 
kal yc, bears much nearer relation to origin and genealogy 
than to an entire history. Compare also Exod. vi. 24, 25. 
Numb. i. 18. 1 Chron. iv. 38. where yéveorg is evidently used 
in this simple sense. In short, the title yéveowc is affixed to 
the opening of the Gospel, in the same signification as it is 
affixed to the first book of Moses, or the opening of the Penta- 
teuch ; and so it was clearly understood by Owen, the well-known 
epigrammatist, in the following couplet, written about two centuries 
ago. Epigr. ad Princ. Henric. 1.76. Haplicat hic Christi Genesin 
liber, alter Adami ; Incipit a Genesi Lex et Evangelium. Homer 
has employed the word in a somewhat analogous, though not pre- 
cisely similar, signification; I]. 2.246. The word BéAoc, which 
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properly signifies a written book ; as in Mark xii. 26, Luke iii. 
4. Acts xix. 9. may also be rendered a register or table, as in 
the passages above cited, and in the phrase 7 BiBrAog Swine, 1. e. 
the register of those who shall inherit eternal life: Philip. iv. 3. 
Revel, iii. 5. and elsewhere. Compare Isaiah xxxvii. 14. Jerem. 
xxxii. 12. Mark x. 4. Schleusner cites Herod. II. 100. karé- 
Aeyov ot ipgee ék BiBrAwy dAAwv Baoiréwv dvdpuara. But here 
the true reading is BéPBAov. Grotius observes, that there are 
several émvypapat peoucat, or titles of detached passages, in the 
O. T. and properly renders the words in question Descriptio 
Originis. Brza, Grottus, Ligutroot, Mackxnieut, Dop- 
DRIDGE.—[Hammonp, A. CLARKE, BeEavsoBRE, GILPIN, &c.| 
Whitby understands the phrase to signify the Narrative or re- 
hearsal of the generation or birth of Christ. 

With respect to the Genealogy itself, great questions have been 
founded upon the disagreement which exists between it, and that 
which is given by St. Luke, ch. iii. The earliest solution of the 
difficulty is that which is given by Africanus, in an epistle to 
Aristides, preserved by Eusebius: Eccles. Hist. I. 7. and 
strongly advocated by Whitby. He observes, that the discre- 
pancy may be accounted for by supposing that the pedigree in 
Matthew is that by the zatural, and in Luke by the /egal father 
of Joseph. See on Matt. xxii. 24. Thus in reckoning the gene- 
rations according to Matthew, from David by Solomon, Matthan 
will be found the third from the end, who begat Jacob, the father 
of Joseph; but in reckoning with Luke, from David by Nathan, 
the third from the end is Melchi, whose son Heli is also stated 
to be the father of Joseph. Hence it should seem that Matthan 
and Melchi successively married the same wife, whose name, 
according to Africanus, who says that he received his account 
from the relations of our Lord, was E:stha; so that the children 
of each marriage were brethren by the mother. Thus Matthan 
descending from Solomon, begat Jacob; and Melchi, descending 
from Nathan, having married the widow of Matthan, begat Heli. 
Again, Heli married, and dying without issue, Jacob took his 
wife, and begat Joseph, who, because the law required the seed. 
to be raised to the deceased brother, was accounted the son of 
Heli. It is obvious, however, that there are great objections to 
this solution of the case. For the natural and legal fathers of 
Joseph, who should have been brothers, do not appear to have 
been more nearly connected than as descendants of David, by 
lines diverging from each other in an unknown degree. It re- 
mains to be proved also, that children were said to be sons of 
their legal, as well as of their natural fathers ; an assumption, with 
which the opinion of Maimonides is directly at variance. This 
author observes: Fratres uterini nequaquam habebantur fratres, 
sive in causa hereditatis cernende, sive in causa ducende fra- 
trie, sive exeundi caleai. Lamy, Harm. p.3. Dr. Barrett, the 
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substance of whose deep and learned investigations are given. by 
Adam Clarke, in an Appendix to Luke iii. has examined the 
difficulties of this hypothesis, and gives it up on the principle, 
that it leaves us entirely in the dark, as to the lineage of Mary, 
from whom alone Christ really sprung; and proves nothing more 
of his relation to David, than that his mother was married to one 
of the descendants of that prince. It is evident to the most cur- 
sory observer, that this can never come up to the import of the 
passages of Scripture, which tell us that Christ was made of the 
seed of David, Rom. i. 3. and that according to the flesh he was 
made of the fruit of his loins, Acts ii. 830. The best solution of 
the difficulty is that of Lightfoot, who supposes that Matthew, 
writing more immediately for the Jews, proves Christ to be 
their Messiah, and heir to the throne of David, by legal descent 
from Abraham and David; whereas the object of Luke, in 
writing for the Gentiles, to whom the promise was given before 
the Mosaic dispensation, was to prove the same Christ to be the 
predicted seed of the woman, who was to bruise the serpent’s 
head; for which purpose it was necessary to trace the descent 
from Adam. In St. Luke’s genealogy, therefore, Joseph, whom 
Matthew expressly states to be the son of Jacob, is represented 
as the son of Heli, by virtue of his marriage with Mary; since 
the Jews excluded the names of women from their tables of 
descent. Or it may be, that Jesus himself is called the son 
of Heli, being really his grandson; in which case we have a 
parallel example in Gen. xxxvi. 2. where Aholibamah’s pedigree 
is thus deduced: Aholibamah, the daughter of Anah, the daugh- 
ter of Zibeon. Now it appears by wy. 24, 25. that Anah was 
the son, not the daughter of Zibeon; so that Moses calls Aho- 
libamah the daughter both of Anah and Zibeon, precisely as. 
Luke calls Jesus, the son both of Joseph and Heli. In confir- 
mation of this theory, it may be remarked, that the Talmudists 
speak of Mary as the daughter of Heli; and though she is: also 
represented as the daughter of Joachim and Anna, there is little: 
doubt that Joachim is a name of like import with Hel, Luke ii.: 
23. or Heliakim, 2 Chron. xxxvi. 4. each being derived from 
Hebrew names of the Deity. There is reason to suppose also, 
that had Luke intended to give the pedigree of Joseph, and not of 
Mary, the two tables, which correspond exactly between Abraham 
and David, would not have varied from David to Christ. 

One point at least, with respect to these genealogies, is indis- 
putable ; viz. the accuracy of the Evangelists. Tables of pedi- 
gree were kept among the Jews with the greatest punctuality and 
exactness, and laid up in the secret archives of the temple. See 
Euseb. Eccl. Hist. I. 6. It was, doubtless, from these registers 
that St. Matthew and St. Luke compiled their genealogies; for 
Josephus, after a recital of his own pedigree, informs us that he 
derived it from the same source: De Vita Sua, p. 998. tiv piv’ 
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by rou yé HOV Laced vg év Taic © tac dér ava 
OVY TOV YEVOUG NUWY OLAdOXNY, WE EV Talc Onpoolale CéATOLG ava 
Yyeyoaupévyy cvpoyv, oVTwe mwapatiseua. Hence any flaw in the 
documents themselves cannot be attributed to the Evangelists ; and 
as no charge of infidelity in the transcription was brought against 
them either by the Jews, who would have anxiously detected any 
inaccuracy, as impugning the title of Christ to the Messiahship; or 
by any of the early enemies of the Gospel ; we may fairly conclude 
that their honesty could not be questioned. In preserving the 
line of David, indeed, the Jews were more especially careful, as 
upon this their hopes of tracing the Messiah depended; so that 
St. Paul confidently appeals to the lineage of Christ in Heb. vii. 
14, Compare 2 Tim. ii. 8. The insertion, therefore, of these 
tables proves, beyond all doubt, the belief of the writers that the 
Messiah was to be of the lineage of David; and that Jesus, in 
fulfilling this particular, was the expected Redeemer. 

Several genealogies, similar to those of the Evangelists, are 
to be found in the O. T. Among others also, quoted by 
Wetstein, there are three in Herod. IV. 147. VII. 204. VIII. 
131. remarkably parallel with that of St. Luke. An inscription, 
found at Palmyra, and supposed to be nearly cotemporary with 
the Apostolic age, is cited by Harmer from Mr. Wood’s work, 
which rendered literally into Latin runs thus: Senatus Populus- 
que Abialamenem, Puri filium, Mocimi nepotem, Airanis pro- 
nepotem, Matthe abnepotem, et Alranem patrem ejus, viros pios 
et patrie amicos, et omni modo placentes patrie patriisque Diis, 
Honoris gratia. Anno 450, mense Aprili. Licutroor, CLARKE, 
Macxnicut.—[Wuirtsy. | 

Ibid. "Incov Xpicrov. See on v. 16. 

Ibid. viov Aafis, viov "ABpadu. The son of David, the son 
of Abraham. 'The Evangelist here states what he is going to 
prove; viz. that Jesus Christ, in accordance with the prophe- 
tical character of the Messiah, was descended from Abraham and 
David. See Gen. xii. 3, xxii. 18. 2 Sam. vii. 16. Psalm lxxxix, 
4. Isaiah ix. 7. Jerem. xxiii. 5. Ezek. xxxvii. 24. Amos ix. 11. 
and compare Aets iii. 25. Luke i. 33. That the Jews expected 
their Messiah to answer this character is evident from Matt. xii. 
23. xxi. 9. xxii. 42, and from the Talmudic writings. David is 
mentioned first in order, though last in time, as the promise to 
him was more explicit, and would naturally be fresher in the 
memory of the Jews. The word vide is here applied, after the 
Hebrew custom, to any descendant, however remote. Hence 
Grotius observes: Non tantum pater filium, sed pronepotem pro- 
avus genuisse dicatur. So also yevvav, vy. 8. Compare Gen. xxix. 
5. with xxiv. 47. Nepos is used in the same extensive applica- 
tion in Latin. Wurrey, Ligurroor, Grotius, Macknieut, &c. 
Campbell and Wakefield understand viod indefinitely, and trans- 
late a son of David, a son of Abraham. But, even without con- 
sidering the passage as a translation from a Hebrew original, the 
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-Greek usage will readily admit viow to be anarthrous. The want 

of the article before yevécewe is nearly similar. Mippieron. 
As we shall have frequent occasion to speak of the use of the 
article in the Greek text, it may be adviseable to present the 
reader, in this place, with 


[a BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE DOCTRINE OF THE GREEK ARTICLE. 


The Greek article is undoubtedly a definitive. The nature 
and use, however, of this part of speech was but little ascertained, 
till it was illustrated and explained by the late learned Bishop of 
Calcutta, who has shown that it is the pronoun relative 6, which 
together with its adjunct forms a proposition by means of the 
participle of existence expressed or understood. The pronominal 
nature of the article is proved at once by the following instance 
in Homer, Il. II. 793. TOY & awd piv coardg KYNEHN Bade 
PoiPoc ATdéAAwv' ‘H 6? KvAvOomévn Kavayny Exe Toooly UP iz- 
awv. Had the sentence ended here, ‘H would be a pronoun relative 
referring to cuveny, exactly as rov refers to Patroclus; but it hap- 
pens that the poet has added in the next verse avAWmc rovpadca ; 
so that in fact the difference between the article and pronoun is 
merely accidental. Hence it appears that the proposition formed 
by the article and its adjunct differs from ordinary propositions 
only as assumption differs from assertion, i. e. as the participle 
©v differs from the verb ori. Thus 6 avjo must signify he, or 
the male, being, or assumed to be, a man. Sometimes indeed the 
participle is expressed, as in Aristot. de Mor. IV. 2. of padiora 
aE10c”ONTES jKtora wAovrover; where the participle might have 
been omitted without affecting the author’s meaning. Such being 
the nature of the article, its nsertion or omission will in general 
be found to be regulated by the following rules. 

I. The article is znserted, 1. when the same noun is repeated, 
or a synonymous one is used, in reference to the same person or 
thing, or even when no such person or thing has been mentioned, 
provided its existence may be inferred from what has been said. 
Alschin. in Ctesiph. §. 56. otrog WPOAOY 2 roi moXeutore Nop- 
patov puyac éyévero, THN xpiow ody dropsivac. Here rijv xptow 
is the trial to which the traitor would have been subjected, and 
the article is sanctioned by the preceding mention of rpodode. 
2. Before nouns employed kar’ 2oxyv, in reference to some object 
familiar to the mind of the hearer; and that not only in cases of 
preeminent worth, but wherever the person or thing spoken of is, 
for some cause or other, well known. 3. With monadic nouns, 
i. e. nouns indicating persons or things where one only can be the 
subject of discourse. Thus Lysias, Orat. Gr. T. V. p. 139, 
’Exxdwac TAS Oipac, cionAOev cic THN yuvatkwvirw. This case 
is nearly allied to the preceding. 4. Where the article is used 
for a pronoun possessive, as in Theoe. Idyl. 11. 52, adyéo TAN 


10 MATTHEW T. £ 

kepaday, i, e. my head. 5. Before the names of the great ob- 
jects of nature, as 6 ovpavoc, 7 yh, &c. except in some cases 
“HXwoe, which is considered a proper name. 6. Before adjectives 
in the neuter gender, used to denote some attribute or quality in 
its general or abstract idea: thus 76 odor for copia, and the like 
examples abound. 7. Words in regimen either both take or 
both reject the article; as Aéovroe cxupviov, or TO TOY Agovroc¢ 
oxupviov. So also do, 8. Partitives, between which and their re- 
spective wholes a like mutual relation subsists. Upon the same 
principle depends, 9. The use of the article with zy and oé 10, 
In all the preceding instances the article and its adjunct together 
recall some familiar idea; but cases occur in which the article can 
refer to nothing in the mind of the reader. ‘Thus Demosth. de 
Coron. §. 71. wovnodv “O cuxopavrne ast. Here the allusion is 
general, and examples occur continually, especially in the plural 
number, so often as an affirmative is true alike of all persons or things 
in question. ‘The reference in these cases, though not familiar to 
the reader, is undoubtedly perceptible to the mind of the writer. 

II. The article is ometted,-1. In propositions which merely 
affirm or deny existence, in which, from the nature of the article, 
it would be superfluous. Asch. c. Ctes. §. 26. Zora piv ciofvn. 
2. Before nouns preceded by verbs or participles, substantive or 
nuncupative; in which case the verb or participle in question 
precludes its being again expressed or understood, which is es- 
sential to the nature of the article. Demosth. de Cor. §. 23. 
airtog eu Tov woAsuov. 3. After verbs of appointing, choosing, 
creating, &c. Demosth. de Cor. §. 59. aiyéuwy Kat Kbproc jjoé0n 
Pidurro¢ aravrwv. This case is nearly analogous to the last. 4. 
With nouns in apposition, denoting the object of the preceding 
noun. Demosth. de Cor. §. 69. dévayw elxev 1) TOA TOVE VHC 
tac. 95. In negative propositions, involving wriversal exclusion in 
the objects spoken of. Demosth. de Cor. §. 28. 0% vate, od relxn, 
tiie wOAEwe Tére KexTnuévync. Here the orator could not have said 
Ta¢ vave, since the article necessarily implies an existence, which 
is inconsistent with the nature of the proposition. 6. Before 
nouns in regimen, of which the former is indefinite, and conse- 
quently the latter, philosophically speaking, must be indefinite 
also: for instance, in the example given in art. 7. of the last sec- 
tion, of an indefinite Xovroc, there can be no definite cxuuviov. 
The converse is also true. 

III. Besides the above instances of énsertion and omission, 
the two are sometimes combined; for instance: 1. The subject 
is generally found with the article, the predicate without it; as in 
Aristot. Anal. Post. II. 3. od yao tore TO érimedov oyna, ovdt 
TO oxiua éwimedov. 2. When two or more attributives, such as 
adjectives, participles, and nouns expressive of character, rela- 
tion, and dignity, joined by a copulative or copulatives, are as- 
sumed of the same person or thing; before the first the article is 
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inserted, before the others omitted. This is Mr. G. Sharpe's 
rule, and it is illustrated in Mr. Horne’s Introduction, Vol. II. 
p- 538. It is not, however, without three exceptions,—of names 
of substances considered as substances—of proper names—and of 
abstract ideas: such as “O AiPoc Kat yovodc. Aisch.c. Ctes. §. 81. 
tov AdEavdpov kat Piummov. Plato, rv aeiplav Kal amrawWevatav. 
In these cases the substances, persons, and qualities are evidently. 
distinct, so that the repetition of the article is unnecessary. 

IV. The principal difficulty with respect to the Greek article 
relates to its use with proper names, and before abstract nouns. 
1. In the former case it appears that the article is frequently used 
before proper names of celebrity, before those which have been 
previously mentioned, and those which are familiar to the hearer; 
generally also before the names of Deities and places. 2. The 
use of abstract nouns in Homer is extremely rare. Where, how- 
ever, they do occur, it is always without the article. There is 
considerable doubt as to the principles upon which it is used 
before these nouns in other writers; it seems, however, to be 
usually prefixed when the noun is used in its most abstract 
sense—when it is personified—when the article is employed as a 
possessive pronoun—when there is any reference, either antici- 
pative or retrospective. There are, of course, anomalies to be met 
with in every application of the rules which have been laid down; 
particularly in the occasional insertion or rejection of the article 
after prepositions: and there are some other minutiz which it is 
here impossible to investigate. Such as occur in the N. T. of 
any material importance will be noticed in their places. Mrp- 
DLETON. | 


Ver. 2. rovc adsAgove avrov. The brethren of Judas are men- 
tioned, because, though they were not the Messiah’s progenitors, — 
they were on an equal footing with Judas in respect of religious 
privileges. Their names may also have been added to comfort the 
dispersed tribes, who were not yet so fully returned out of cap- 
tivity as Judah was, with an assurance of their interest in the 
promised blessing. The case was otherwise with Ishmael and 
Esau, whose posterity were excluded from the privileges of the 
covenant; and therefore, though the sons of Abraham and Isaac 
respectively, their names are omitted in the Genealogy. Licut- 
root, Macxnient, WuitBy. Wetstein is of opinion, that the 
brethren of Judas are named in consequence of the Jewish pre- 
judice against Christ’s being preferred to his brethren. See Matt. 
xiii. 55. sqq. But in all probability the Apostle transcribed the 
Genealogy precisely as he found it in the public registers. 


Ver. 3. rov Papic cat tov Zapd. Mentioned together as being 
twin brothers, and striving for primogeniture: Gen, xxxviil. 28. 
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sqq. Also to identify Pharez; for, unless Zara had been spoken 
of, considering the infamy of Pharez’ birth, we might have ima- 
gined that some other son of Judas, called also Pharez, was our 
Lord’s progenitor, as the Jews frequently had several children of 
the same name. Hence Thamar is likewise mentioned. It may 
also be remarked that only four women are mentioned in this 
Genealogy; most probably because in them only was the law 
departed from, which enjoined the heirs of the promised blessing 
to take to them wives of their nearest kindred. It has been 
thought by some that they are inserted as being respectively no- 
torious for some infamy; Thamar for zncest, Rahab for fornica- 
tion, Ruth for Heathenism, and Bathsheba for adultery; so that 
an answer would here be afforded to the cavils of the Jews against 
the mean condition of the mother of our Lord, since some of their 
most distinguished countrymen were descended from women, 
whose qualities rendered them meaner than she was. WHITBY, 
Macxknicut, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 5. Paya. There is considerable doubt whether this Ra- 
hab was the harlot of Jericho, mentioned in Josh. ii. 1. and whose 
extraordinary faith is applauded by St. Paul, Hebd. xi. 31. or 
some other person of the same name. Theophylact embraces the 
latter opinion, and he is followed by many modern commentators. 
The Jews indeed have a tradition that Rahab the harlot was mar- 
ried to Joshua, by whom she became the mother of eight priests ; 
(see Kimchi on Josh. tz loc.) This, however, cannot be true, 
whether she be considered the wife of Joshua or Salmon, since 
neither of them were of the tribe of Levi. But it is objected 
that the Rahab in question could not have been the mother of 
Booz, and the wife of Salmon, since the Israelites were forbidden 
to intermarry with any of the idolatrous nations of Canaan, (Exod. 
xxxiv. 16. Deut. vii. 3.) not to mention that she must have been 
nearly one hundred years old at the time of the birth of Booz, 
since there are only four descents from Salmon to Jesse, in near 
four hundred years. But though Rahab was originally a Heathen, 
she may have become a proselyte, (which is highly probable from 
the manner in which she is mentioned by St. Paul,) as Ruth, the 
Moabitess, whom Booz, (Ruth iv. 18.) and Maachah, the daughter 
of the King of Geshur,. whom David married, (2 Sam. iii. 3.) 
undoubtedly were. With respect to the age of Rahab at the 
birth of Booz, it is answered from the Targum, that Salmon, 
Booz, and Obed were men of extraordinary piety, so that God 
may be supposed to have vouchsafed to them a longer life than 
ordinary, and strength, as in the case of Abraham, to beget chil- 


dren in their old age. Licurroort, Wuirsy, Macknieut, &c.— 
[Marsu, &c.] 


Ver. 6. AaBié rov Baciréa. David has the title of King given 
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him because he was the first king of his family, and because he had 
the kingdom entailed upon his children, whence the reign of the 
Messiah was to spring: thence called the throne of the house of 
David. Ezek. xxxvi.35. Psalm cxxii. 5. Macxnicut, Wurrsy. 
Ibid. tk ripe rov Ovpiov. E.T. Of her that had been the wife 
of Uriah : i.e. Bathsheba. It is to be observed, that Solomon was 
not born in adultery, but after the second marriage of Bathsheba. 
The crime of David having been repented of, it pleased God to fulfil 
the promise made to him, by means of this very woman. Wurrsy. 
There is here an ellipsis, not only of yuvaicde, but of rére. The 
omission of the adverb is not unfrequent: thus in Matt. x, 3. 6 
teAwvnc. Ephes. iv. 28. 6 cAértwy. James v.11. rove UTouévovTac. 
With respect to the other omission, the words YUV}; MiTHO, Taro, 
viog, and the like, are continually dropped before proper names 
in the genitive case, and must be supplied in any particular case 
from the reader’s knowledge of the subject. Compare Matt. iv. 
21. xxii. 25, xxiv. 41. Mark ii. 14, xv. 40. 47. xvi. 1. Luke 
vi. 16. John vi. 71. xii. 4. xix. 23, xxi. 2.15.17. Acts i. 13. 
vil. 16. xii. 22, The present ellipsis is sanctioned by the fol- 
lowing: Eurip. Orest. 1702. 79 ‘HoaxAgove "HBy. Arist. Lysist. 
63. 7 Geayévove. and particularly Virg. Ain. III. 319. Hectoris 
Andromache. Lucan. Phars. Il. 383. liceat tumulo scripsisse, 
Catontis Marcta. In these last olim, as well as uxor, must evi- 
dently be supplied. 


Ver. 8. rov’OZiav. Uzziah; 2 Kings xv. 32. This prince was 
in fact the great-grandson of Joram, three kings being omitted 
in the Genealogy, viz. Ahaziah, Joash, and Amaziah, who was 
really the father of Uzziah. See 1 Chron. iii. 12. 2 Chron. 
xxvi. 1. The most probable reason for this omission was the 
curse twice denounced against the idolatry of the house of Ahab, 
(1 Kings xxi. 21. 2 Kings ix. 8.) to which these princes be- 
longed; since the mother of Ahaziah was Athaliah, the daughter 
of Ahab. ‘This supposition is greatly confirmed by the extent of 
the curse to the third generation; and it is certain that the Jews 
frequently omitted names in their genealogical records, and more 
especially on account of wickedness andidolatry. Thus five de- 
scents from Meraiah are omitted; Ezra vii. compared with 1 Chron, 
vi. and the whole tribe of Dan is omitted for idolatry in Rev. vii. 
Simeon is passed over in the blessing of Moses, Deut. xxviii. for 
his cruelty at Sychem; and Joab, in the account of the worthies 
of David, 2 Sam. xxiii. for his cruelty to Amasa and Abner, 
Some commentators, however, would insert the names omitted, 
but without any authority. The omission cannot in the least 
affect the design of the Apostle, since by passing from Joram to 
Ozias he still keeps in the same line, which is sufficient to shew 
that Jesus was of the lineage of David. Licutroor, Watt, 
Wuirsy.—[Newcone. | 
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Ver.11. rove adeApove airov. Josias had three sons who sat 
on the throne of Judah, and are therefore mentioned with Jecho- 
nias, who was the eldest. The second son, Jehoahaz, was elected 
by the people to succeed his father, but being quickly removed, 
Jechonias or Jehoiakim was placed on the throne. Zedekiah, the 
third son, succeeded his nephew Jehoiakim, the son of the pre- 
sent Jechonias. See 2 Kings xxiii. 31. sqq. xxiv. 15. sqq. It will 
be observed that the fourteen generations from David to the cap- 
tivity are incomplete, which is readily accounted for by Jerome 
on Dan. i. who observes that the Jechonias in this verse and the 
next are different persons, the latter being the abovementioned 
son of the former. In the Hebrew the names of the father and 
son are respectively Jehoiachim and Jehoiachin, in which the 
difference is so trifling that the Greek names can scarcely have 
been otherwise than the same. The former was called Eliachim 
before his accession to the throne, and Jechonias not only by 
Matthew, but in 3 Esdras i. 34. Josephus has also given these 
two kings one common name, Antiq. x. 12. In some copies, in- 
deed; arising most probably from some over zealous transcriber, 
the number of generations is filled up thus: from 1 Chron. iii. 
15, 16. rov “Iwaxeius “Iwayetu d2 eyévvnos x. 7. A. This cor- 
rection, however suspicious, is at least a guide to the solution of 
the difficulty; and although it is the only instance throughout the 
Genealogy in which the name of the same person is not re- 
peated, the particularity is not without example. In the account 
of Jonathan’s posterity, 1 Chron. ix. 41. there is a similar omis- 
sion, which the translators have supplied from ch. vii. 35. With 
respect to the prophecy of Jeremiah, (xxii. 30.) Write ye this man 
childless, &c. it should be observed that the Hebrew "7 should 
rather be rendered stript or naked, i. e. deprived of his kingdom. 
That he had children is evident from Jer. xxii. 28. compared 
with 1 Chron. iii. 17. and so the LXX translate the word éxxy- 
pukroc, ejected by an herald; i. e. alject. Salathiel, however, 
seems to have been only the legal successor of Jechonias, being 
really the son of Neri, as stated in Luke iii. 27. Lightfoot is of 
opinion that Jehoiachim did actually die childless, and that his 
name was properly omitted by St. Matthew, as having been de- 
nied a kingly burial, and therefore unfit to be mentioned in the 
lineage of Christ. See Jer. xxii. 19. In this case the difficulty 
may be obviated, but far less satisfactorily, by supposing that 
David not only closes the first class but begins the second; as 
the ancient physicians compute weeks of sickness, (see Galen on 
Hippocrat. de Prenot. 1. 3.) or as the Jews calculate the double 
vow of a Nazarite, making the 30th day the last of the first, and 
the first of the second period. Wautrsy, Wetis, Macknieut, 
Bravsosrz, Grotius.—[Licutroor, Wetste1n, Bowyer, &c.] 
« Ibid. imi ric perouwectac. Some suppose there were three, 
others only two removals of the Jews to Babylon: the former 
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is the more probable and received opinion; according to which 
the first took place in the fourth reign of Jehoiachim, son of 
Josiah, B. C. 606, the second under his son Jehoiachin, B. C. 
598, and the last eleven years afterwards, under Zedekiah, 
B. C. 588. The second opinion is founded upon the assumption 
that the two first coincide, and that Jehoiachin, the son of Je- 
hoiachim, is intended in Dan. i. 1. as well as in Jer. xxii. See 
Horne’s Geographical Index, art. Babylon, in fine. The word 
perouxeoia, which signifies properly a migration, or change of 
abode, seems to have been used for the purpose of avoiding any 
unnecessary offence to the Jews, for whom the Evangelist more 
especially wrote, and to whom the more expressive word aiya- 
Awtia would have been peculiarly ungrateful. Ligntroot, Camp- 
BELL.—[MackNicutT.] 


Ver, 12. SadraSmr zyévynoe tov ZopoBaerX. Zorobabel is 
called the son of Pedaiah, 1 Chron. iii. 19. It seems, therefore, 
that Pedaiah raised up offspring to his elder brother Salathiel. 
NEWCOME. 


Ver. 13. ’AB.0td. Among the sons of Zorobabel, 1 Chron. iii. 
19. Abiud is not mentioned. Probably he was the same as Meshul- 
lam, as many persons about the time of the captivity had different 
names in Babylon from those used in their own land. Hence, as 
Jechonias was called Shallum, i. e. finished, because the race of 
Solomon ended in him: so Abiud may have been called Me- 
shullam, i. e. requited, because in him the glory of the house of 
Solomon was renewed, after their return from Babel. Zorobabel 
had another son, Rhesa, Luke iii. 27. who probably corresponds 
with Hananiah mentioned in the Chronicles. Liaurroot, 
Wuitsy. 


Ver. 16. rov dvdoa M. That is, the betrothed husband of Mary. 
See vy. 18. The titles of husband and wife are given in Scripture 
to those who are only betrothed: thus Rachel is called the wife 
of Jacob, Gen. xxix. 21. See also Deut. xxii. 24. Brausopre. 

Ibid. "Incotc, & Aeyduevoe Xoioréc. Either, Jesus who is 
called Christ, that being a surname which, when Matthew wrote, 
was frequently given him; or, Jesus who is accounted, 1. e. who 
is the Christ, or Messiah. The latter seems to be the more pro- 
bable interpretation, and the idiom which it involves is not only 
familiar to the Hebrews, but of frequent occurrence in classic 
writers. Compare Matt. v. 19. Luke i. 76. John xxvii. 17. 29. 
1 John iii. 1. also Hom. I. B. 260. I’. 138. and elsewhere; and 
see my note on Eur. Phoen. 10. Pent. Gr. p. 304, It must be 
confessed, however, that AéyeoOac is far less usual in this sense 
than kécAnoOa. The name “Inoove corresponds with the Hebrew 
Joshua, YIN, which signifies a Saviow. Compare Acts. vii. 45. 
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Heb. iv. 8. It was generally applied by the Jews as a distin- 
guishing title of conquerors and public benefactors; (see Obad. 
21.) and thence, by divine injunction, transferred to the Messiah, 
who was to save his people from their sins, v. 21. The name 
admits of two Greek derivations, viz. from idowa:, sano, or from 
in, metto ; but these are mentioned as mere matters of curiosity, 
as the name is essentially Hebrew. Alb. Gloss. Gr. p. 199. € cod. 
Coislin. XXIV. 7d "Incove Svoua ovk Eotwv “EAnvixov, adda Ty 
“EBoalwy guy ovrw déyerat’ Epunveberar yao "Inco 7 owrnpla. 
The word Xguordc is properly an appellative, signifying anoznted, 
and corresponding with the Hebrew Mw, Meshiach, which was 
applied by the Jews to their kings, high-priests, and prophets, 
who were admitted, with the ceremony of anointing, into the 
exercise of their holy functions. Thus it is applied to Saul, 
1 Sam. xxiv. 6. and to Cyrus, Isa. xlv. 1. Compare also 1 Kings 
xix. 16. Ps.cv.15. Hence in the Prophets, the mediator of the new 
covenant is sometimes pointed out under this title, as in Psal. ii. 2. 
Isa. \xi. 1. Dan. ix. 25, 26. and so, at length, it was used kar’ 
2€oxnv, of our blessed Lord. In the O. T. the word is always 
translated anointed, except in Dan. ix. cited above: and in the 
N. T. the corresponding Greek word is invariably rendered 
Christ. It will be readily seen, however, that in the generality 
of instances where it is not used as a surname of Christ, the article 
should be inserted, as the word is clearly indicative rather of the 
office than the person of Jesus. Compare, for instance, Ps. ii. 2. 
with Acts iv. 26, 27. E. T. It is true, however, that. the word 
Christ, though originally an appellative, became at length, from 
its frequent application to one individual, to supply the place of a 
proper name; an effect which was considerably hastened by the 
commonness of the name Jesus among the Jews. This practice 
was already in use at the time when the Evangelists wrote; as is 
evident from the openings of the Gospels of Matthew and Mark; 
and by degrees the name Jesus was very much dropped, till at 
length our Lord was known only by that of Christ. See Tacitus, 
Suetonius, and Pliny, passim. It may be observed generally, 
that when applied in this way, Xovordc is without the article. Gro- 
T1Ius, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 17. waca obv ai yeveat x. tr. X. The succession of 
Christ's ancestors is divided by the Evangelist into three classes, 
each of which produced a change in the government of the Jews. 
In the first they were under judges and prophets, in the second 
under kings, and in the last under the Asmonzan princes. 
The first brought them to glory in the kingdom of David, the 
second to misery in the captivity of Babylon, and the third to 
glory again in the kingdom of Christ. The first begins with 
Abraham, who received the promise, and ends with David, who 
received it again more clearly; the second begins with the build-: 
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ing of the Temple, and ends with its destruction ; the third begins 
with the return from captivity, and ends in the spiritual delivery 
of Christ. It seems to have been a custom with the Jews to 
divide their genealogical computations, &c. into classes for the 
sake of memory. Ligurroot, Wuitspy, Macknicut, GRotius, 
&c. The word yeved occurs in the sense in which it is here used 
to denote family succession, in Numb. xiii. 23. Jer. viii. 3. LXX. 
The usage is sanctioned also by Herodotus, Isocrates, and Po- 
lybius. So also in Josephus, Antiq. I. 10.3. V. 9. 4. VII. 5.2. 
Philo de Vit. Mos. p. 603. E. Wertsrrin, Kress, Lorsner. 


Ver. 18. pynorevfctone yd tig untodc. Among the Jews some 
time usually elapsed between the espousals and the consummation 
of the marriage. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. P. IV. ch. 3. §. 
3. p. 423. The verb svveAOetv is understood by some to refer 
simply to the removal of the bride to her husband’s house; by others, 
to sexual intercourse. In the former case it is synonymous with 
mapaXaetv, vv. 20. 24. Kypke is in favour of the former opinion, 
but the latter is more probable, as the examples adduced in sup- 
port of it are far more decisive. Strabo XV. p. 1068. rodroc, 
i.e. Persis, cat unrodot ovvéoxeoOar vevdpuo8a. Compare Plutarch. 
de Fort. Rom. p. 320. Joseph. Ant. I. 19. XII. 4. Philo de 
Char. p. 706. C. de special. legg. p. 780. B. Diodorus Sic. 
writes at length, cvvedOeiv tic émAtav, Lib. I. p. 49. In the 
same sense the Latins use convenire. ELSNER, Kress, LOESNER.— 
[Kyrxe.] The verb, however, may probably include both senses. 
Of the particles yao and woiv 7, see Hoogeveen de Particulis, p. 
88. Viger. de Idiom. Gr. p. 352. 

Ibid. cip{0n ev yaorpi Exovoa. For jv Exovea, i. e. eiye. 
The verb evptoxecOa, in the sense of eiva:, occurs in Luke xvii. 
18. Rom. vii. 10. Gal. ii. 17. 1 Pet. ii. 22. Itis generally explained 
as an Hebraism, (compare Gen. ii. 20. Ewod. xxxv. 23.) but the 
usage is sanctioned also by classical authority. Eurip. Iph. T. 
777. row ror BvP eiohuesa; so Joseph. Antiq. VII. 7. wi Bon- 
Sela rov pidwv sbolcKorro Tod Kivdbvou Sapuywv. The phrase 
éy yaorpl yeu, involving an ellipsis of the word Ppego, is found 
in Pausan. Messen. 33. Attic. 6. Athen. X. p. 453, Artemid. 
Oneirocrit. II. 18. III. 32. Compare also Luke i. 31. xxiv. 19. 
1 Thess, v. 3. Sirac. XL. 1. LXX. Some understand an ellipsis 
of ZuPpvov rather than Bpzpoc, but the latter is sanctioned by 
Luke i. 41. 44. and Bpédoc is used of an unborn child in Homer, 
Il. ¥. 266. The perfect phrase, however, is thus employed by 
Palephatus de Incred. II. 3. ove: Poe HovvaTo Yury ZuBovov 
Zyov ye kégara. KypkKr, ELsner. 

Tid. 2 rvebparocg aytov. Wakefield translates, a holy 
spirit, probably from the omission of the article; but after pre- 
positions, anomalous cases of this kind frequently occur. There 
are six meanings of the word wvebpa, clearly distinguishable in 
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the N. T.—1. Breath, or wind; in which sense it rarely occurs: 
Matt. xxvii. 50. John iii. 8. Rev. xiii. 15.—2. The intellectual 
or spiritual part of man, as distinguished from odoé, his carnal 
part.—3. Spirit, as abstracted from body or matter - whence is 
deduced the idea of émmaterial agents. Compare Luke xxiv. 34. 
John iv. 24. Acts xxiii. 9. The avebduara of the demoniacs 
belong to this head.—4. The Spirit, car’ sEoyfv; i.e. the Third 
Person in the Trinity: in which acceptation, except in anoma- 
lous cases like the present, it is never used without the article. 
It may be observed, however, that in all the passages where per- 
sonal acts are attributed to the mveva ayov, and which are, 
therefore, adduced to prove the personality of the Holy Ghost, 
the article is invariably prefixed. See Matt. xxviii. 19. Mark i. 
10. Luke iii. 22. John i. 31. Acts i. 16. xx. 28.—5. The influ- 
ence, not the Person, of the Spirit; in which sense, except in 
cases of reference or renewed mention, the article never appears. 
—6. The effects of the Spirit. From the fourth and fifth heads 
we may at once refute the notion of those, who pretend that the 
Holy Spirit is merely an influence ; since the sacred writers have 
clearly, and in strict conformity with the analogy of language, 
distinguished the influence from the Person of the Spirit. As to 
Mr. Wakefield’s translation of the present passage, which implies 
a plurality of Holy Spirits, the ordinary ministers. of Almighty 
Providence, it is irreconcileable with the phraseology of the N. T., 
in which wveduara &yia are not once mentioned. Bp. MippLE~ 
TON. Some have supposed that the words x mvejuaroc éylou, 
were originally merely a marginal gloss, which, at length, found 
its way into the text; since the revelation of the virgin’s miracu- 
lous. conception has not yet been made. But the words are 
found in all the MSS., and it is very natural for the historian to 
speak by anticipation of an event, the circumstances of which 
were passing in his mind. [Brza, Marxuanp.] 


Ver. 19. dixaoc. Chrysostom explains this word by xonordc¢ 
kal éweuje, and many of the best commentators are disposed to 
render it in the sense of merciful, lenient; and that it will 
bear such a signification, may be proved from the best autho- 
rities. Compare Eurip. Med. 722. Alsch. Choeph. 759. and 
see Wakefield’s Silv. Crit. §. 164, So also in Latin; Horat. Od. 
IIT. 18. 3. parvis Alquus alumnis. The Hebrew PS is used 
in a similar sense. Compare Psalm cxly. 17. with vv. 16, 18. 9. 
See also Matt. xx. 15. 1 John i. 9. and also on Maft. vi. 1. 
It is by no means necessary, however, in the present instance, 
to depart from the ordinary acceptation of the word, which seems 
to have been used at this time as a vox signata for a strict ob- 
server of the Law. Compare Luke xx. 20. There is nothing 
in Joseph’s conduct which militates with this signification. See 
next note. Ligurroor, Macxnieut.—[Grotius, Hammonp, 
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MicuaeEuis, KurinorL, &c.] In general, however, the word 
Sicatoc admits of two sENsEs;—1. strictly observant. of justice in 
our dealings, and particularly in our judicial proceedings; e. g. 
Matt. xx. 4. Philip. iv. 8.—2. righteous, upright; in relation 
to the general tenor of our life: as in Matt. v. 45. et passim. 
Hence Campbell adopts a middle course; ‘and renders it worthy. 

Ibid. wapaderyparioa. E.'T. to make her a public example. 
This is the true meaning of the word, as it appears from A. Gell. 
VI. 14. where three degrees in punishing offences are enume- 
rated : the first, vovfecia, admonition; the second, Tywola, fine ; 
and the third, wapadsiyua, when punishment is used for example 
sake, that others may be deterred from the like offences. Hence 
the term was usually applied to capital punishment; as in Polyb. 
Hist. I. 60. VI. 36. So also exemplum is used by the Latins. 
Tacit. Annal. XII. 20. 4. Sontes et novissima exempla meriti. 
Cesar B. G. I. 31. In eos omnia exempla cruciatusque edere. 
Compare Terent. Adelph. V. 1. 10. Plaut. Mostell. V. 1. 67. In 
a similar acceptation the expression adopted by our translators 
is generally understood by ourselves. Such, however, does not 
seem to be the extent of the meaning in this place ; but simply, zo 
expose. It was the wish of Joseph to injure the reputation of 
Mary as little as possible; and this more especially in a case so 
extraordinary. Mary had, doubtless, in her own vindication, 
informed him of the vision of the angel; and though he might 
not be wholly satisfied with her account, the strength of his 
attachment, and the possibility that her statement might be true, 
would deter him from proceeding to extremities; at the same 
time that his strict observance of the law would prevent his mar- 
riage with one who had the least stain upon her chastity. Thus 
Chrysostom evidently understood the passage, in reference to 
which he clearly distinguishes between wapadsiypariCeav and 
coAdZev; and Polybius also uses the former verb in a sense 
entirely distinct from punishment. (Legat. 88.) Had Joseph 
accused her of adultery before the priests, the punishment would 
have been lapidation; Deut. xxii. 23. He therefore gave into 
her bosom a bill of divorce, before two witnesses only, without 
assigning any reasons for the measure which he adopted. And 
this was all which the law required; as Buxtorf observes, de 
Divort. pp. 76. 125. upon the authority of Maimonides and 
Abarbanel. Licutroot, Macxnicur, Wuirsy, CampBELL, 
Hammonp, Grotius, &c. 

Ibid. aworttica. To divorce; as Matt. v. 31. xix. 7. Mark 
x. 4. Luke xvi. 18. Licurroot, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 20. ravra 88 avrov évOuunBévroc. Hoc cum animo cogita- 
ret. Kurnoru. The verb 2vOupeto6a properly signifies to desire, 
to wish for; as in Deut. xxi. 11. Josh. vii. 21. LXX. But it is 
also used to denote any action of the mind; thus to form an 

cz 


20 MATTHEW I. 21. 


opinion of one ; Matt. ix. 4. and here, to deliberate, or meditate. 
So again in Acts x. 19. In the sense of this passage it occurs 
in Thucyd. II. 40. Aristoph. Eccles. 138. Joseph. Antig. XV. 
5. 8. ScuieusNeR, WETSTEIN. ’ 

Ibid. "Ayyedoc¢ Kuptov. Most probably, Gabriel: as in Luke 
i. 19. The word d&yysAog in the N. T. is used both as an appel- 
lative, denoting an office; and also as the title of a particular 
class of beings, in which case it closely approximates to a proper 
name. In the latter usage it corresponds precisely with the 
English Angel; but in the former it should be, though it is not 
in the E. T., always rendered messenger. With respect to pro- 
phetic dreams, it may be observed, that the ancients in general 
put great faith in them; in reference to which belief the phrase 
kar’ dvap gavijva, and the like, are frequently found in the 
classic writers. But see especially Hom. Il. A. 63. The super- 
stition had doubtless its origin in primitive revelation. God in 
early times frequently adopted this method of manifesting himself 
to his chosen people; and sometimes also, for especial purposes, 
to distinguished Heathens; as Pharaoh, Nebuchadnezzar, and 
others. But it is generally believed, that prophecy in general, 
except in the case of Simon the Just, ceased in the Jewish 
Church since the time of Malachi, who closes the Canon of the 
O. T. By the prophetic dream of Joseph, another species of 
communication was now re-opened between God and his faithful 
servants, in addition to those more direct revelations which had 
already been made to Zacharias and Mary; recorded in Luke i. 
As dreams of this nature were clearly distinguishable from those 
of ordinary occurrence, Joseph was at once convinced of the 
approaching birth of Christ, and of the spotless purity of his 
Virgin-Mother. Werstern, CAMPBELL, MACKNIGHT. 

Ibid. wapadaBeiv. Scil. from her parents, at whose hands the 
husband received his bride. There is an ellipse of the words 
sic oiklav. So Joseph. Antiq. I. 19. 7. dueAPotone addAne ira 
eréac thv ‘PaxhAav wapéAafsev. Compare Lucian. Toxar. 24 
Arrian. de Haped. Alex, VII. 4. Joseph. Ant. IV. 8. The 
omission is supplied in Lucian. Timon. 17. yuvaixa sig oixtay 
mapaXdaBciv. ELSNER. ; 

Ibid. 76 yevvnbév. The neuter is generally used of an unborn 
child; of which the sex is yet unknown. So 7d yevynOiv, Aris- 
tot. Polit. I. 8. Plutarch. Thes. p. 40. E. de Anim. Trang. p. 
467. Dionys. Ant. Rom. III. 10. 7 yevvnOnoduevov, Lucian, 
Tim. 52. 76 rex82v, Lucian. Dial. Mer. 2. Compare Luke i. 


35. Herod. I. 29, 30. Joseph. Ant. II, 5, III. 10. IV. 8. 
WETSTEIN, Kyrxr. 


__ Ver, 21. abrée yap odou x. t. dX. Dr. Maltby observes, 
(Sermons, Vol. IT. p. 546.) that there are four distinct significa- 
tions of the verb odZev in the N. T.—1. To preserve generally, 
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from any evil or danger whatsoever.—2. To preserve from sick- 
ness; to heal.—3. ‘lo preserve from the temporal anger of the 
Almighty; a notion founded upon expressions in the Jewish 
prophets; and exemplified in the events attending upon the de- 
struction of Jerusalem.—4. To give future salvation in heaven. 
The word occurs more than one hundred times in the N. T. and 
the different senses are easily discernible.—Of the name Jxsus, 
see on v. 16, 


Ver, 22. twa tAnow6). The conjunction tva denotes that there 
was as exact a conformity between the event, and the passage 
quoted, as there would have been, if the former had been effected, 
merely for the accomplishment of the latter. When there is a 
direct prophecy in the O. T., the event did not take place for 
the mere purpose of fulfilling it; but God pre-determined the 
event, and foretold it by its prophet. Sometimes, indeed, it must 
be considered as representing not the consequence or design, but 
the event only; as in Matt. xxiii. 26. Luke ix. 45. xi. 50. The 
phrase iva rAnow6), therefore, should rather be translated; so 
that it was fulfilled. Compare Matt. xxi. 4. xxvi. 56. John 
xix. 24. The words are not to be understood as spoken by the 
Angel, but as an observation of the Evangelist: and the words 
rovro 6: &Xov, all this, comprehend not only what is men- 
tioned in the preceding verses, but the whole particulars of the 
transaction; and, among the rest, the circumstance, that Joseph 
knew not Mary till after her delivery, upon which the accom- 
plishment of the prophecy depended, no less than her miraculous 
conception. Prarce, NEwcomE, CAMPBELL, WuitrBy, &c.— 
For a general view of the prophecies relating to the Messiah, see 
Horne’s Introduction, Vol. I. pp. 363. 641. sqq. See also Vol. 
MPP Ch. 7. 

Ibid. 8: rot woophrov. Isaiah vii. 14. The application of 
this passage is a remarkable instance of double sense in prophecy. 
In the first sense, it applied to a child to be born in the time of 
Isaiah, and to be a sign to Ahaz of his deliverance from two 
invading kings: in the latter it referred to the Messiah. In the 
former birth, there was nothing miraculous: the child was to be 
born of one who was a virgin when the prophecy was given, but 
who did not remain so afterwards. In the second, the mother 
was to be still a virgin when the child was born. The first ap- 
plication was marked by the limited time fixed by the prophet for 
the deliverance of the land: Zsaiah vii. 15. The second appli- 
cation was marked by the name Immanuel; which had no refer- 
ence to the first child. R. Narrs. The Evangelist cites no more 
of the prophecy than relates to the miraculous birth of Christ ; 
the remainder being solely applicable in its primary acceptation. 


Ver. 23. % map0évoc.. The Jews endeavour to evade this pro- 
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phecy by asserting, that the Hebrew M29, Olma, is not rightly 
translated virgin. The ancient Targumists, however, agree in 
referring the prediction to their Messiah ; and the word is trans- 
lated rapQévoc, in their own Septuagint Version, which was made 
three hundred years before St. Matthew wrote his Gospel. Its 
derivation is also from 0?¥, to hide or cover, in allusion to the 
Eastern custom of keeping their virgins apart from the company 
of men. Thus 2 Mace. iti. 19. ai xaraxAsorot TOV wap Qéverv. 
Compare Philo; Orat. in Flace. p. ‘757. A similar custom is 
well known to have prevailed among the early Greeks. It may 
also be observed, that the promise is given as a sign, in order to 
confirm the hopes of the house of David; to which a natural 
conception would scarcely amount. Ligutroot, WHITBY, Gro- 
TIUS. 

Ibid. xadécover. They shall call; i. e. it shall be called, ox t 
shall be > a personal for an impersonal verb. So Gen. xvi. 14, 
Exod. xv. 23. Isaiah ix. 6. Jerem. xxiii. 6. Neh. ii. 7. Micah 
ii. 4. Amos iv. 2. 4, and Luke xii. 20. See also above on v. 16. 
whence it will appear that the fulfilment of the prophecy depends 
not upon Christ’s being literally called Emmanuel, but upon his 
being so; i.e. God with us. Now such he really was, by ap- 
pearing on earth in his human nature, (John i. 14.) ; and that 
this is the true design of the application, is evident from the 
Evangelist himself, who has interpreted both the names, Jesus as 
well as Emmanuel ; to shew that the prophecy was fulfilled, not 
in the names themselves, but in the application of them. Some, 
indeed, have thought the word M7 and UN, Azsh, and Jehovah, 
enter into the composition of the word WwW; so that Jesus will 
signify the man Jehovah, or the Lord incarnate. But there can 
be no doubt, that the true derivation is that given under vy. 16. 
Wuirsy, Ligutroot, Macknieut, Grortius. 


Ver. 25, twe ov trexe x. t. X. We learn from the Rabbinical 
and Talmudistic writers, that the Jews applied the title of fist- 
born to their Messiah. But from certain prerogatives attached 
to primogeniture, this title was equally given to those entitled to 
such prerogatives, whether the parents had issue afterwards or 
not. Compare Ewod. xiii. 2. xxxiv. 19. Neither does it follow, 
from the words of the Evangelist, that Joseph had any know- 
ledge of Mary, subsequent to the birth of Christ; although the 
turn of the expression clearly suggests the affirmative rather than 
the negative. For examples are to be found, in which the phrase 
of doing or not doing a thing, ¢// some other thing come to pass, 
is used in cases where it also could not have been done after- 
wards : as, for instance, in Gen. viii. 7. 1 Sam. xv. 85. 2 Sam. 
vi. 23. Isacah xxii. 14, It is clear, however, that these are not 
cases in point, inasmuch as they relate to things not done after- 
wards; because they could not be done afterwards; which is not 
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so in the matter before us. At all events, it is in no wise impor- 
tant, perhaps it is impertinent to inquire, whether Mary had any 
other children besides Christ. . The voice of antiquity speaks in 
the negative; and upon this supposition, that Joseph had no 
connexion whatever with his wife, somewhat of similarity has 
been observed in the conduct of the peasant of Colonus; (Eurip. 
Elect. 43. sqq.) and of Alexander towards Olympias, as related 
by Plutarch. Still the contrary opinion seems to have greater 
probability on its side, as the laws enjoined a strict fulfilment of 
the duties of the marriage-bed, (Hod. xxi. 10.); so that, as the 
angel imposed no restriction in this particular, it is not easy to 
conceive that he would have neglected them. See Selden de Uxor. 
Hebr. III. 4. If they had no issue, which was probably the 
case under any consideration, wherever our Lord’s brethren are 
mentioned, the term must be understood of his near relations.— 
Wuirsy, CampseLtyt.—([Licutroot, Grotius, Macknieut, 
WertsteIn.| The euphemism used in this passage is frequent in 
the O.T. See Gen. iv. 1. 17. 25. xxxviii. 26. Judges xix. 25, 
1 Sam. i. 19. So the Greeks use yiwéoxev. See Callim. Epigr, 
58. and Plutarch. passim. Thus also in Latin: Catull. Carm. 
LXXII. 1. Dicebas quondam solum te nosse Catullum, Lesbia. 
—E.usyer, Kypxe, &c. 


| 


CHAPTER II. 


Contents:-—Visit of the Eastern Magi, wy. 1, 2. Herod's 

_ Suspicion, 8—8. Departure of the Magi, and the Flight 
of Joseph with the Child into Egypt, 8—15. The Murder 
of the Innocents, Herod's Death, Joseph's Return, and 
Change of Residence, 15—23. 


Ver. 1. rod 8 Inoot yevynfévroc x. T. A. When Jesus was 
born; i. e. shortly after his birth. It will here be advisable to 
offer a brief statement upon the subjects of 


[THE CHRONOLOGY OF THE VISIT OF THE MAGI, AND THE NATIVITY 
OF CHRIST. 


The precise date of the arrival of the Magi is not agreed upon 
by ecclesiastical writers. Some fix it one, and others nearly two 
years after the Nativity; but the most probable opinion is that of 
Mr. Benson, who supposes that it took place between the 39th 
and 42d day from the birth of Christ. The impression which 
naturally arises from reading the narrative of Matthew, is the 
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close proximity of these occurrences; and this impression is 
strongly confirmed by the use of the aorist yevvnfévroc, followed 
by the word idoé. Compare vv. 13. 19. where precisely the 
same construction is employed, in relation to events immediately 
succeeding each other. To this effect is the express testimony of 
Justin; A. D. 150. in his Dialogue with Trypho; 303. dua yap 
Tov yevynOiva avtoyv, Mayo. am’ ApaBiac wapayevouevor TpOGE- 
kévynoay avty. In this view of the case, however, an objection 
arises from the unnecessary wantonness of Herod’s cruelty, in 
extending the massacre of the Innocents to children from two 
years old and under, when he must have known that the object 
of his suspicion could not be more than two or three months old. 
It might be replied, that the character of Herod, as pourtrayed 
by Josephus, would fully justify a belief in the extent of his 
barbarity, however aggravated. It appears, also, that the word 
cure, v. 16. which occurs no where else in the N. T. or the 
LXX, admits of a sense which confines the murder to those who 
had completed their first year only; thus diminishing the enor- 
mity of the act by one half. Hesychius explains it, 6? 6Aov rou 
trove. The word drfotoe also, according to the Lexicons, 
signifies annual; and dueriZw is used by Aristotle, Hist. Anim. 
IX. 5. of living a whole year. See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 177. This, however, is by no means decisive against 
the ordinary use of duerf¢; and it is by no means improbable 
that the authorized translation is correct. It appears from a 
comparison of v. 7. with v. 16. that Herod’s edict was regulated 
by the answer of the Magi to his inquiry respecting the time at 
which the star appeared. This we may easily believe to have 
happened some considerable time before they undertook their 
journey: during which time they may have been employed in 
meditating upon so singular an occurrence; and in making ar- 
rangements for their departure. It is evident that the visit of the 
Magi must have been after the presentation of Christ in the 
Temple; otherwise, their costly presents would have enabled 
Mary to have made the greater offering at her purification, in- 
stead of the lesser one, Luke ii. 24. The danger, also, of pre- 
senting Christ, after the alarm which was excited in Herod’s 
mind, and communicated to Joseph in the dream which warned him 
to fly into Egypt, is sufficient proof that the purification took place 
before that event. The wonders, however, which took place in 
the Temple at the presentation, and the prophetic declaration to 
Simeon and Anna, would have rendered Herod’s charge to the 
Magi useless, and the murder of the Innocents nugatory ; as the 
publicity which must have been given to those events, would have 
acquainted the Sanhedrim, whom Herod summoned upon this 
occasion, with the parents, condition, and abode of the child Jesus. 
Hence it is reasonable to conclude, that the Visit of the Magi was 
nearly cotemporary with the Presentation; and that, in all pro- 
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bability, these Eastern sages arrived at Jerusalem, and were sum- 
moned before Herod, a little before, and proceeded to Bethlehem, 
a little after the latter event. The child might have been presented 
in the morning; then returning to Bethlehem, a distance of little 
more than five miles, have received the Magi in the evening ; 
and set off for Egypt at night. Hence, as there is no reason to 
suppose that Mary delayed her purification beyond the legal 
period; i. e. after forty days from her delivery, the Visit of the 
Magi occurred between the thirty-ninth and forty-first day after 
the Nativity. 

- With respect to the Nativity itself, we are told in this verse 
that it happened in the days of Herod the king. Now Herod 
began his reign, according to Josephus, (Ant. XIV. 26.) in the 
consulship of Pollio and Calvinus, which corresponds with the 
year A. U.C. 714. J. P. 4674. It appears also from the same his- 
torian, (Ant. XIV. 24.) that he did not leave Jerusalem for Rome, 
where he was made king, till after the Pentecost of that year, 
which is fixed on the 9th of June. Hence the commencement of 
his reign must be between July and December ; J. P. 4674. Now 
he reigned thirty-seven years ;. (Joseph. Ant. XVII. 10. B. J. I. 
21.) i. e. more than thirty-six and less than thirty-eight years. 
Hence July, J. P. 4674+36—July, J. P. 4710. Again, Dec. 
J. P. 4674+388= Dec. J. P. 4712. Therefore, the latest period 
to which we can assign the death of Herod, is Dec. J. P. 4712; 
and the earliest is July, J. P. 4710. Now Josephus (Ant. 
XVII. 8.) mentions an eclipse of the moon, as happening at the 
time of the execution of the Rabbis, who pulled down the eagle 
which Herod had set over the gate of the Temple, which, by astro- 
nomical calculations, is fixed to the night of Mar. 13, 4710. It 
is certain that Herod was alive at this time, though, from the 
reports which prevailed, that he was either dying or dead, it is 
equally clear that his disease had made some progress. It may 
also be collected from the historian, that he died before some 
Passover. This, however, could not be the Passover which fell 
on Apr. 11, 4710, as he could not then have entered the thirty- 
seventh year of his reign. Neither could it be the Passover 
J. P. 4712, for, in this case, the banishment of Archelaus, which 
is fixed by Josephus (B. J. II. 7. 3.) to the ninth year of his 
reign, could not have happened J. P. 4719, as stated by Dio 
Cass. IV. p. 567. B. Hence, therefore, the death of Herod, 
and, consequently, the birth of Christ, must have taken place 
before the Passover J. P. 4711. Further, in Matthew’s account 
of the Visit of the Magi, and the Massacre at Bethlehem, there 
is no allusion to Herod’s being, at that time, ill ; and Josephus in- 
forms us, (Ant. XVII. 8.) that popular opinion attributed his last 
illness to the vengeance of God, in consequence of his unparal- 
lelled cruelties and crimes, in the number of which the Massacre 
of the Innocents could not be omitted, Hence, in the absence. 
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of direct testimony, we may conclude, that this massacre pre- 
ceded the commencement of his disease. It is also deducible 
from the train of events in the narrative of the Jewish historian, 
that his affliction commenced no long time before the execution 
of the Rabbis, on the 13th of March, J. P. 4710. Since, how- 
ever, it had made some progress at that time, a fair hypothesis 
will, perhaps, fix it about a month earlier; i. e. about Feb. 13th, 
J. P. 4710. Placing, therefore, the arrival of the Magi on or 
before this day, and reckoning forty days backwards, for the 

eriod of Mary’s purification, we fix the birth of Jesus on or 
before Jan. 3, J. P. 4710, i. e. rather more than a year before 
the death of Herod. Benson. See further on Luke ii. 1. 

Of the history and characters of Herod the Great, and others 
of his family mentioned in the N. T., see Horne’s Introduction, 
Vol. III. P. II. Ch. 2. The dates of our Saviour’s Baptism and 
Crucifixion will be considered in their proper places. ] 


Ver. 1. BnOdéeu rite "lovdatac. See Horne’s Geographical 
Index; v. BETHLEHEM. 

Ibid. Méyou ard avarodev. E. T. Wise men from the East ; 
properly, Hastern Magi. The term wise men, is too indefinite ; 
as the persons here spoken of were a particular class among the 
Orientals, no less distinguished by their peculiar habits and pur- 
suits, than any of the Grecian sects. They originated in Persia; 
but afterwards spread into other countries, particularly into Assy- 
ria and Arabia, bordering upon Judea on the East: see Plin. 
N. H. XXX. 1. They constituted the priesthood, and were 
collected into colleges; devoting their time almost exclusively to 
astronomy, or rather astrology; for which purpose they kept a 
regular account of the principal phenomena of the ccelestial 
bodies. The doctrines which they professed are said to have been 
originally derived from the Institutions of Abraham, who purified 
them from the superstitious errors of the Zabian idolatry. This 
purity, however, became again corrupted; and was again re- 
stored by Zoroaster, who is supposed to have been an attendant 
upon the prophet Daniel, from whom he probably obtained that 
perfect acquaintance with the Mosaic writings, which his religion 
exhibits. It has been supposed that Zoroaster was. divinely 
inspired; and that it was in consequence of a prediction, which 
he had delivered, that the Magi recognised the. star which 
appeared at the Nativity. See Prideaux, Connection; Vol. I. B. 
IV. Hyde, de Relig. Vet. Pers. XXXI. It has been generally 
supposed, however, that they derived their information from the 
prophecy of the Arabian prophet, Balaam; Nwmb. xxiv. 17. 
which the Chaldee Paraphrast and Jewish commentators agree 
in referring to Christ. This prophecy might possibly suggest 
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the enquiry which they made on their arrival at Jerusalem; 
mov éoziy 6 TEexyOete Paoirsd¢ THv “lovdatwv. .See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. IV. p..18. But from whatever source it originated, 
certain it is, that at this time a general expectation prevailed in 
the East, that. a remarkable person would shortly be born, who 
would obtain the universal empire of the world. See Sueton. in 
Vespas. c. 4. Tacit. Hist. V. 13. Joseph. B. J. VI. 5.4. If, as 
is more generally believed, upon the authority of Justin Matryr, 
Tertullian, and Epiphanius, the Magi were Arabians; this ex- 
pectation was doubtlessly derived from the promise made to 
Abraham, whose descendants they were by Ishmael. It has 
been inferred, however, from Dan. v. 11. that they were Cuat- 
DANS; but Chaldzea is always described as lying to the North, 
not to the Hast of Judea. Compare Jerem. i. 14, 15. vi. 22. 
Joel ii. 20. Alberti and others think that they were learned 
Jews, many of whom were resident in various parts of the East; 
being the posterity of those who did not. return home after the 
captivity. But if this had been the case, they could not have 
been ignorant of the prophecies respecting the place of their 
Messiah’s birth; and the Gentile world would have been left 
without any intimation of the approaching light of the Gospel, 
which was eventually to shine upon them, as well as upon the 
Jews. The opinion that they came from Arabia is confirmed by 
the circumstances that this country is called the East in Scrip- 
ture, as Judg. vi. 3. Job i. 3. and that it produces the gifts 
which the Magi offered to the infant Jesus; gold, frankincense, 
and myrrh. See Psalm Ixxii. 13. Virg. Georg. I. 57. Ain. I. 
416. The Hebrew name of the Magi, 3°27, Mahghim, which 
occurs once in the O. T. in Isaiah viii. 19. is derived from the 
M7, hagah, to mutter; and, in a metaphorical sense, to medi- 
tate. The LXX render it by of ard rij¢ KoiAfag gwvovor, in 
reference, as Le Clerc supposes, to their custom of muttering their 
prayers in a low voice, which seems to be alluded to by Herodot. 
I. 131. Macknight rather deduces it from the secondary sense 
of the verb. It is evident from the tenor of the passage, that 
the word is used by Isaiah in a bad sense, similar to the word 
magician, which has been derived from it. That the Magi, 
however, were originally persons of the highest repute, is evident 
from various ancient writers. See Xenoph. Cyrop. IV. 5. 16. 
Diog. Laert. I. 1—9. Ailian. V. H. II.-17. IV. 20. Porphyr. 
de Abstin. IV. 16. Cicer. de Div. I. 23. Justin. I. 9.7. XII. 
13. 4. Q. Curt. V. 1.—The expression a7é avarodev is similar 
to of awd tie Ozcoadovikne "lovato, Acts xvii. 13. 0f amd Tie 
IraXlac, Heb. xiii. 24. So Virg. Georg. III. 2. Pastor ab 
Amphryso. Instead of the plural avaroAai, which is more 
usually employed to signify the Hast, as in Matt. vii. 11. xxiv. 
27, Luke xiii. 29. the singular avarody occurs in the next verse, 
as in Rev. xxi. 13. It is to be remarked, that the words év 77 
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dvarody refer to the situation of the Magi, not of the star ; unless 
we understand them, with some of the critics, of the reseng of the 
star. In this case, however, the pronoun avrov would properly 
have been added ; and avaroX; is not elsewhere used in this sense, 
except in reference to the sun or moon; asin Luke i. 79. Isatah 
Ix. 19, LXX. 


Ver. 2. avrov rov dorépa. There is a great diversity of opi- 
nion respecting this star. Lightfoot supposes that it was the 
glory of the Shechinah, and the same which appeared to the 
shepherds: Luke ii. 9. Some of the ancients were of opinion, 
that it was the Holy Spirit; others suppose it was an angel; 
others a new star; others a comet; and others a meteor. ‘The 
latter opinion is most probable; and there is no doubt that the 
appearance, of whatever nature it might be, was miraculous, and 
that the course which the Magi were to pursue, was explained to 
them by revelation. The Jews had a very early tradition that a 
new star would appear at the coming of the Messiah; in accord- 
ance with which, the impostor in the time of Adrian took the 
name of Barchobas; i. e. the son of a star. The heathens 
thought that the rise of a new star portended the birth or death 
of a great personage. An opinion also prevailed among them 
that stars were sent by the gods as guides to their favourites in 
perplexed situations. Compare Apoll. Rhod. IV. 294. sqq. 
Diod. Sic. XVI. p. 460. Plutarch. in Timoleon, p. 239. Virg. 
fEn. II, 692. sqq. See Virg. Eclog. IX. 47. Lucan. Phars. I. 
527. Juven. Sat. VI. 407. Sueton. Ces. 88. Claud. 46. Vesp. 
23. Tacit. Annal. XIV. 22. 

Lbid. roocxvviom avtm. Of the Eastern custom of prostra- 
tion before superiors, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 440. sqq. 
The same custom is also recognised in Greek and Latin authors. 
See Eurip. Phoen. 300. Helen, 275. Hence Cornel. Nep. 
Conon. 3. Necesse est enim, si in conspectum veneris, venerari 
te regem; quod moockvveiv wli vocant. The verb zeockuveiv 
is also applied in a more exalted sense to the homage paid to 
God: as in Matt. iv. 9,10. Luke iv. 7. John xii. 20. So also 
in Joseph. Ant. VI. 7. 5. moooxuvei ro Os. In both senses the 
word is found both with a dative and an accusative; as Herod. 
I. 134, Arist. Plut. 771. Instead of roocxuveiy in a religious 
sense, the synonymous verb zovomirvev is sometimes used. 
Compare Matt, viii. 2. ix. 18. with Luke v. 12. viii. 48. Origi- 
nally the English word worship was applied in the double sense 
of adoration and respect. 


_ Ver. 3. masa ‘Tspocddvpa. As ‘IeooadXupa is always neuter 
in the N. T., it is clear that 2 wéAte is here understood. Kypke, 
however, adduces two passages from Josephus, in which he sup- 
poses it to be:feminine: but in the first, Cont..Apion. I. p. 1047. 


MATTHEW II.. 4, 5,°6. 29 


the true reading is ‘IepovcaAfu; and in the other, B. J. VIT: 
18. the participle adovca is referred to ‘IepocdAuma, by the figure 
mo0¢ TO onuaydpuevov, which is common in the best writers. An 
ellipsis of wéAcc is not unusual ; more particularly when the name 
of the country follows in the genitive; as in vv. 1. 5. . The verb 
Taparrewv, in this passage, has been supposed to be applied in 
senses somewhat different to Herod and Jerusalem respectively, 
but without reason. The same emotion was excited in both cases, 
though from different causes. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 
98. It may be observed also, that the consternation of the Jews 
may have arisen from a traditional belief, which appears to have 
prevailed among them, that the reign of the Messiah would be 
preceded by a long series of national calamities. MumppLETON, 
SCHOETGEN, 


Ver. 4. dpxuepeic Kat yoaupareic. That is, the Sanhedrim. 
See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. Part II. Ch. 3. Sect. 1. §. 3. 
Also Part III. Ch. II. Sect. 2. and Ch. VI. Sect. II. . 


Ver. 5. Sua rov mgeophrov. Micah v. 2. This prophecy cor- 
responds neither with the Hebrew original or the LXX. Micha- 
elis supposes that the Scribes gave an explanation, rather than a 
literal translation, of the passage to Herod, for the incorrectness 
of which, if it be incorrect, the Evangelist is in no ways answer- 
able. But see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 396. 443. note ; and 
VolglVaep.181. 


Ver. 6. yn lotsa. City of Judah. The E. T. translates as if 
the reading were yy in the dative. Of yi in the sense of réXuc, 
we have frequent examples in the Greek tragedians. Asch. Theb. 
101. mo0decae tav réav yav. Schol. wédw. So also Eurip. 
Phen. 6. 252. Ion. 264. Suppl. 399. compare v. 405. The 
Hebrew y, is also rendered yi in Jerem. xxix. 7. xxxiv. 22. 
and elsewhere. Kurnoret, KyYpKeE. ‘ ’ 1 
_ Ibid. tv roic ivyeudow. The Hebrew is 528, Alphi, which 
is rendered by the LXX yAlaow, the thousands. Some have 
supposed that the true reading of the Hebrew is DDN, Alufi, 
which is derived from the same verb, and translated sjyeudvec in 
Gen. xxxvi. 15. Exod. xv. 15. 1 Chron. i. 51. LXX. But the 
Jews being divided into thousands, the word is often used to 
signify a tribe, or family, as in Judg. vi. 15. and as over each of 
these thousands a prince or chief presided, (Exod. xviii. 25. 
1 Sam. x. 19.) the heads of such families may here imply, by 
synecdoche, the families themselves. The verb womatvew in the 
sense of regere, originated in the days of primitive simplicity, and 
is amply illustrated in Homer’s rowjv Aawy, Il. A. 265. et 
passim. Hence Maxim. Tyr. Diss. XL. p. 406. Kipoc piv yap 
Hyeira Mspowv we Tommy Opsuparwv. See also Lzek, xxxiv. 
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23, 24. It is here well applied to the pastoral nature of the 
Messiah’s kingdom, John x. 14. xxi. 6. 


Ver. 7. hxolBwoe mag avtav. Obtained from them exact in- 
formation. So again v. 16... The phrase axp:Bovv re is used in 
this sense in Herodian. I. 11. 14. A®lian. Hist. An. III. 9. 
Schleusner understands the expression in this sense only in v. 16. 
making it here synonymous with axpiBwe ¢eraZav. So also the 
KE. T. in both places, but improperly. 


Ver. 8. wopevQivrec terdoare. Infra v. 23. eOedv KaTWKNGE. 
The participles of verbs of motion are frequently used pleonasti- 
cally with finite verbs. So Xenoph. Mem. III. 9.9. ot y iov 
Thy kara cavrov tAa. Thucyd. III. 73. éonysira 2Odv Toi év 
Téa ovow. Compare also Hom. Il. N. 9. Herod. VIII. 225. 
Arist. Nub. 99. Vesp. 789. Soph. Phil. 353. But although in 
these expressions the participle seems to convey no peculiar 
sense, it is to be remarked that the idea of quickness is meant to 


be conveyed by it. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 557, 


Ver. 10. 2xaonoav yapav. See my note on Soph. Ant. 551. 
Pent. Gr. p. 247, 


Ver. 11. Onoavpotc. Caskets: The word is used in this 
sense in Herod. I]. 51. 121. 150. III. 37. IV. 162. (See Valck. 
in loc.) Xenoph. Anab. V. Pausan. VI. 19. X. 11. Herodian. 
II. 6. 11. IL. 13. 9. Joseph. Ant. IX. 8. 2. Hesych. Oncavode* 
sic ayadpatwv kal yonudtwv 7 isoWv amdOcow oixoc. In the 
same sense we have yaSopuAdxiov, 1 Mace. iii. 28, 29. aroPh«n, 
Ezek. xxviii. 18. LXX. ScHieusner, Wertstern. Of the 
custom which prevailed in the East, of never approaching their 
kings without a present, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. ITI. p. 90. It 
has been supposed that the gifts which the Magi brought to 
Christ were emblematic of his character: gold being offered as to 
a king, frankincense as to a God; and myrrh, being principally 
used in embalming, as indicating his death. The occurrence 
itself seems to have been peculiarly providential, as furnishing 
his parents with the means for undertaking their journey to 
Egypt. Dopprivex. In the beginning of the verse some copies 
have evpov instead of <dov, but all the old MSS. and EDD. have 
eidov, which is unquestionably the true reading. 


Ver, 12. _Xonparicbévrec. The verb yonuariZeoOa, in the 
passive, signifies, throughout the N. T. divinitus moneri. Hence 
Theophylact on this passage: yonuartZeoOar' mapa Ocov aToKa- 
Aupw déxeo0ar. Hesych. éxonuatiaOn mooepynrevOn. Sometimes 
the source of the revelation is specified ;. and here also jd Qcod 
is evidently understood, though not expressed. Compare Luke ii. 
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26. Acts x. 22. Heb. viii. 5. xi..7. xii, 25. So also Joseph. Ant. 
X. 1. 3. xyonuaticavroc avrg tov Ocov. In classic writers the 
verb yonuarifev signifies to transact, or debate:on public busi- 
ness; from xoijpua, negotium; as Thucyd. V. 5. éxohuarioe rept 
piriage tote “Amvaioie. Compare Arist. Thesm. 377. Elian. 
VY. H. II. 15. III. 4, IX. 3. Polyb. Hist. 27. Hence, so to 
act, as to acquire a name thereby; and so to be surnamed, or 
called, generally. So Diod. Sic. p. 761. duadnua mepréBero Kat 
To Aourdv zyonuarife Paotrebc. The active verb occurs only 
twice in the N. T. and in this signification: Acts xi. 26. Rom. 
vil. 3. In other writers the verb xoaw signifies oraculum edo. 


Ver. 13. sie Aiyutrov. Egypt was pitched upon as the 
place of Christ’s refuge, from its proximity to Bethlehem, and 
its being at the same time out of Herod’s jurisdiction. Besides, 
there were many Jews in Egypt, (Jerem. xliii.) particularly in 
Alexandria, where they had built. a temple; so that. Joseph would 
reside among them in perfect safety. WerrTsTrein, Macknicut, 
Licutroor. In the end of the verse veka is understood. 


Ver. 15. we tig reAeutic. Scil. rov Biov. The same ellipsis 
occurs after the verb reAcurqy, infra v. 19. Luke vii. 2. So also 
frequently in the classics. The omission is supplied in Eur. 
Hec. 419. wot reXevthow Biov; In the same manner /inis. is 
used elliptically for fints vite in Tacit. Annal. VI. 25. and the 
verb jinire, ibid. 51. 

Ibid. 2& Aiyéarov x.7.X. These are the words of Hos. xi. 1. 
not of Balaam, Numb. xxiv. 8. They are not cited by St. Mat- 
thew merely by way of application or accommodation: but, re- 
ferring primarily to the deliverance of the children of Israel out of 
Egypt, they were secondarily and figuratively fulfilled in the person 
of Christ. That Israel was a type of Christ appears from Ewod. 
iv. 22. where he is called by God his son, his first born; whence 
also Israel is put for Christ, Isa. xlix. 3. Now as a prophetical 
prediction is then fulfilled, when what was foretold is come to 
pass, so a type is then fulfilled, when that is done in the anti- 
type which was before done in the type. It is no objection that 
the remainder of the prophecy does not belong to Christ, as 
Matthew only notices the resemblance between the type and anti- 
type, in that both were called out of Egypt. Wuitrsy. 


Ver. 16. éveralyOn. Was mocked; i. e. deceived. The Jews 
generally characterized any disrespectful treatment as mockery. 
Compare Gen. xxxix. 14. 17. Numb. xxii. 22. Judg. xvi. 10. 
After dmooreiAac there is an ellipsis of the word rivac, scil. 
officers, or soldiers. Bos supplies ayyéAove. The same con- 
struction occurs in Plutarch, de Educat. XIV. 30. cat 6 piv 
téupac dveide rov Ocdkprrov. In the same manner the Latins omit 
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quendam or quosdam. Justin. V. 9. miserunt, qui eum intercipe- 
rent. The example from Acts xix. 31. and the like, cited by 
Bos, are not precisely analogous. In rove waidac the masculine 
article plainly denotes that the male children only were slain. 
Instances indeed occur where the masculine article is used with 
nouns of the common gender in reference to the whole species, 
both male and female; but in these cases the application is ge- 
nerally manifest from the subject or occasion. Besides, the his- 
torian seems purposely to have changed the word wa:diov, which 
is also used for chdd in this chapter; as that word, being neuter, 
could not mark the distinction of sex. Neither would it have fur- 
thered Herod’s purpose to have slaughtered female children, as 
they could not have become kings of Israel. The term dd 
duerove is considered in v. 1. Of the motives which induced 
Herod to issue this barbarous order, and of the silence of Jo- 
sephus upon the subject, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 98. 
and Vol. I. p. 629. (Append. No. 3. §. 7.) respectively. 


Ver. 17. rére trdnpwOn. This citation is evidently only an 
accommodation of the prophecy of Jerem. xxxi. 15. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. II. p. 458. The prediction itself applies only to 
Nebuzaradan at Ramah, the only place named by the prophet; 
whereas the massacre of the infants was at Bethlehem. Besides, 
the persons to whom the prophecy applies were not slaughtered, 
but, on the contrary, their return from captivity is expressly fore- 
told, vv. 16, 17. The adaptation, however, of the prediction to 
the murder of the innocents, has a peculiar beauty in it. Rachel 
being buried in the fields of Bethlehem, (Gen. xlviii. 7.) is re- 
presented, in a poetical hyperbole, as awaked by the cries of her 
children, who were slaughtered near her. Others have sup- 
posed that the prophecy is not simply accommodated by St. Mat- 
thew, but that it received a second and more perfect fulfilment in 
the event here recorded. Marsn, Macknicut, LigHTFooT, 
Grotius.—[Wurtsy, Micuar is. | 


Ver. 18. Opivoc Kai cdavOud¢ Kat ddvpudc. In some of the 
copies the words Ipijvo¢ kat are wanting, and the Vulgate has 
only Ploratus et ululatus multus. The LXX has the passage in 
full, though there are but two corresponding words in the original. 
The accumulated expression, which Matthew adopted from the 
Greek translation, beautifully expresses the aggravated grief of 
the mourners. Of the expression od« evar, signifying to be dead, 
see my note on Hom. Il. B. 641. ; 


Ver. 20. reOvhxact yao of Snrovvrec x. tr. A. The same words 
are used of Moses in Exod. iv. 19. Liaurroot, Grotivs. It is 
evident that Herod only is intended; the plural instead of the 
singular, in cases of emphasis, being frequently employed by the 
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heat peters See my note on Soph. Cid. T. 336. Pent. Gr. 
p- 3l. 


_ Ver, 22. "ApxéXaoc. He had the government of Judea, Sa- 
maria, and Idumeza, under the title of Ethnarch. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. I. p. 204. III. p. 98. The adverb éxei is sometimes 
used, which Gataker denies, to denote motion fo a place, for 
éxetos. Herod. I. 121. 2AOdv 82 2xei, marépa Te kal pntéoa evpn- 
sac. Compare Arrian, Epict. III. 26. Achil. Tat. II. 89. 
Polyb. I. 26. Thucyd. III. 71. Xenoph. Cyrop. VII. 1. 16. 
WerstTeIn, Etsner, Kypxe. 


Ver. 23. sic wédw. For év réAu. So Joseph. Ant. XX. 1. 
Tove sic THY IIcpatay Katoukovvrac lovdaiove. The true reading 
is NaZapé0. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 341. 

Ibid. 6rt NaZwpaioe xkAnOhoera. In order to illustrate this 
passage, some of the commentators have found a coincidence be- 
tween the gentile noun here employed and the Hebrew name for 
a Nazarite ; and others derive it from a word signifying branch, in 
reference to the prophecy of Jsazah, xi. 1. But the most probable 
interpretation is that given in Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 391. 
note. Dy. Middleton would translate the Nazarene car eSoyhv- 
The article could not be inserted in the Greek. See onCh. I. I, 
on the Greek article, §. II. 2. p. 10, 


CHAPTER III. 


ConTENTS:—JoHN THE Baptist; his Manner of Life, and 
Ministry, vv. 1—12. [Mark i. 2—8. more fully Luke iii. 
1—19.] The Baptism of Christ, vw. 13—17. [Mark i. 9—11. 

- Luke i. 21—23.] 


Verse 1. tv raic¢ hytoate txetvac. In those days, i. e. some time 
before Christ left Nazareth, the last thing mentioned being his 
residence in that city; and the events in this and the preceding 
chapter being connected by the particle é. The particle indeed 
is wanting in several MSS., but it is nevertheless undoubtedly 
genuine; as it is far easier to account for its omission than its 
insertion. Now John was about six months older than Christ, 
and as each most probably entered upon their ministry in his 
30th year, according to the practice of the Levitical law, (Numb. 
iv. 3.) it may fairly be conjectured that the former entered upon 
his ministry so much earlier. See on Luke iii. 1. The use of 
“éoar in the plural is not unusual in the N. T. as, for: instance, 


Vol. Fe D 


34 MATTHEW III. 1. 


in Matt. xxiii. 30. Luke ii. 6. xix. 42. et passim; but it is ex~ 
tremely rare in Attic. We have, however, év vorépaiow npépare, 
Esch. Agam. 1656. for which Sophocles says év vorfopw xodvy, 
Cid. C. 641. Also Thucyd. VII. 33. wepi ra¢g avra¢ npégac. 
Pind. Ol. I. 3. dyéoae & étAouror pdgrupec sopwrara. See 
Blomfield’s Gloss. on AEsch. 1. c. In the same sense we find 
illis diebus, Virg. Ain. II. 340. Liv. XXVII. 15. Campsett, 
SCHLEUSNER. : 

Ibid. 5 Barriorhe.. A title of his office, not a proper name, 
but equivalent to 6 BarriZwv, Mark vi. 14. That baptism had 
been in use among the Jews as a religious ordinance, before the 
ministry of John, has been disputed by the learned; though it 
should seem without reason. ‘The fact is not expressly asserted 
in Scripture; but there is still very little doubt that it formed 
part of the ceremony of the admission of Gentile proselytes into 
the Jewish religion. The Persians were not only acquainted 
with the rite, but practised it upon infants. Pro infantibus utun- 
tur Baptismo, seu lotione, ad anime purificationem internam : 
Hyde de Rel. vet. Pers. c. 34. It is therefore highly probable 
that the Jews, with whom several Oriental customs prevailed, re- 
tained this among the rest. The Talmuds indeed affirm that a 
person is not a proselyte till he be both circumcised and bap- 
tized, and a convert to Judaism is expressly called by Arrian 
BeBaupévoc, (Epict. II. 9.) which seems decisive on the subject. 
Besides, there is allusion to the use of baptism in the consecra- 
tion of priests more than once in the O. T. (Levit. viii. 6. Exod. 
xxix. 4.) and it was confidently expected from a passage in Zech. 
xiii. 1. that it would form part of the office of the Messiah, or 
those connected with him. See John i. 25. In short, the very 
manner in which the account of John’s baptism is introduced by 
the Evangelist is alone sufficient to prove that its use was already 
familiar to those for whom he wrote. The term itself is used 
without the slightest explanation; his disciples make no enquiry 
respecting the nature of the rite, and the only doubt that seems 
to have arisen in their minds relates to the authority of John in 
administering it. It must be allowed that they had a very poor 
idea of the real intent and signification of the ceremony, from 
which they ought to have inferred the necessity of a change in 
their opinions and practices, similar to that required of the bap- 
tized proselyte, together with an entire and exclusive reception of 
the religion of the Gospel, into which they were received with 
the same forms as those with which the Jewish converts renounced 
the errors of Heathenism and Idolatry, and conformed to the 
Mosaic dispensation. Licutroot, Macknicut, Wuirsy. 

Ibid. ev 7% tohuy rig lovdatac. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. Part I. Ch. If. §. 8. The participle enpdoowv is here pro- 
perly applied to the Baptist as the herald or harbinger of- the 
Messiah ; and wherever the verb or its derivatives are used in the 
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N. T. or the LXX, it is almost universally in reference to a thing 
published or proclaimed. In the present instance the Baptist’s 
proclamation is contained in the words of the succeeding verse. 
Compare Matt. iv. 17. x. 7. Luke xxiv. 47. Acts xxviii. 31. 
Jonah iii. 2. LX X. Hence the word is distinct from evayyérifu, 
to preach the Gospel, carayyédAw, to announce, AaArkw, to speak, 
dvadéyopmat, to discourse, and diddoxewv, to teach; all of which are 
rendered to preach in the E. T. CampsE tt. 


Ver. 2. weravoeire. E. T. Repent ye. In this translation no 
great impropriety exists, as it is generally agreed among theolo- 
gians that the repentance inculcated in the Gospel comprehends 
such a reformation of life as will be permanent and lasting. The 
verb peravosty includes this comprehensive sense, denoting a 
change for the better; in which it differs essentially from perapé- 
AeoOa, which implies simply a change, whether it be for the better 
or the worse. In the LXX indeed the two verbs are synonymously 
employed; but there is amarked distinction between them in the 
N. T. the first corresponding more nearly with the English to 
reform, the latter with to repent. 'The difference is obvious: 
every one who reforms repents; but every one who repents does 
not necessarily reform. Hence, wherever the change of mind, 
which the preposition wera denotes, is inculcated as a duty, or 
the necessity of it stated as a doctrine of Christianity, the terms 
are invariably peravoety and peravora. Compare Mark vi. 12. 
Luke xiii. 3. 5. Acts ii. 38. xxvi. 20. and elsewhere. On the 
other hand, whenever a mere sorrow is intended, which does not 
necessarily imply reformation, these terms are never used, but 
always perapéAcoOa and peraué\ca. Thus, the repentance of 
Judas, which drove him to despair, is expressed by perapeAnOete, 
Matt. xxvii. 3. In 2 Cor. vii. 10. St. Paul has employed both 
words, so as clearly to mark the difference: 7 kara Ocdv Abmy 
peravo.ay sie cwrnolav dusrapédnrov karepyaZerar. Had the two 
words been convertible the Apostle would doubtless have used. the 
adjective dueravdnrov, as in Rom. ii. 5. in order to preserve the 
paranomasia, which is given, but improperly, in the E. T. It is 
the opinion of Grotius that this distinction is not well founded, 
but the passages upon which he forms his judgment, viz. Matt. 
xxi. 29. Heb. xii. 17. are not to the point. CAMPBELL. 

Ibid. ivyyue yao x. t. X. The synonymous expressions 1 

actAsla Tov ovpaveor, and 7) BaciArsla Tov Qcov, which recur per- 
petually-in the N. T. are not only used to denote in their most 
direct sense, the regions of endless felicity in heaven, as in Matt. 
vy. 10. 12. vii. 21, 22, 23. Mark ix. 46, 47, and elsewhere, but 
also, in manifest allusion to the prophecies of the O. T. and par- 
ticularly Dan. ii. 44. vii. 13, 14, to represent the spiritual king- 
dom of Christ, or the Gospel dispensation. This latter sense 
evidently belongs to this place; aa so also Matt. iv. 17. x. 7. 

D 
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Luke x. 9. xvii. 21. and elsewhere, where it is said to be at 
hand: again, when Christ is said to preach the Gospel of the 
kingdom, as in Mark i. 14. Luke xvi. 16. and elsewhere; in 
almost all the parables that speak of it, and probably in Matt. xi. 
11, 12. xiii. 11. 19. 52. xvi. 19. xx. 21. xxiii. 13. Mark xu, 34. 
Luke xiv. 15. In some places it is doubtful which of the two 
senses is to be affixed to the term. See Matt. v. 3.19, 20. vi. 33. 
viii. 11. xix. 12.24. Markx. 14, 15, 23. sqq. Luke xviii. 29. xxii. 29. 
That the two expressions are synonymous is evident from Matt. 
iv. 17. v. 3. xi. 11. xiii. 11. xix. 14. with Luke vi. 20. Marki. 15. 
Luke vii. 28. Mark iv. 11. x. 14. respectively. It is clear that: 
the English word kingdom does not clearly designate the latter of 
the two acceptations in which the phrase is used, as denoting the 
epoch or era of the Gospel dispensation, which would be more 
correctly expressed by the word reign. It is proper to remark that 
the form, iyyxe yao, used first by the Baptist, then by our Lord. 
himself, and lastly by his disciples in his life-time, is never re- 
peated after his resurrection. It is also to be observed, that ov- 
pavoc in the singular implies simply the sky, whereas oveavot, in 
the plural, is equivalent to the Hebrew reduplication Dw nw, 
i. e. the heaven of heavens, the throne of God, and thence meta- 
phorically, God himself; as in Dan. iv. 26. Psal. \xxiii. 9. 
Wuitsy, Ligurroot, Campsety. The perfect iyyycce is here 
used for the present. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 500. Viger, de Idiom. 
p. 166. and Hermann ad loc. 


Ver. 3. “Hoatov rod moophrov. Chap. xl. 3. The words of 
the Evangelist agree in sense, though not exactly in terms, both 
with the Hebrew and the LXX. Instead of airod the LXX 
reads rov 9ov yor, with which the Hebrew agrees, and adds in 
the desert. We have the same citation in Mark i. 3. and more 
at length in Luke iii. 4—6. The custom to which the prophet 
ee is amply illustrated in Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 


Ver, 4. tvdvpa dvd rorxov kaphrov. There were two species 
of cloth made of camel’s hair: of the finer hair a beautiful stuff 
was manufactured, similar to that which is now, though made of 
wool, called camlet ; and of the long shaggy hair a much coarser 
material was made, of a texture somewhat like that of the cloth now 
used to lay over goods. Of this latter, no doubt, was the garment 
worn by the Baptist, and the like, as Chardin assures us, together 
with great leathern girdles, are worn by the Eastern dervises to 
this day. According to the Rabbinical writers, the Nazarites- 
wore a similar garment: but though John was a Nazarite, it is 
more probable that he used the habit in question in imitation of 
the prophets, (Zech. xiii. 4.) and more especially of Elijah, who 
was clad in precisely the same way. See 2 Kings i. 8. In the 
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austerity of his life also he closely resembled his illustrious proto- 
type. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 148. And it was the idea 
which prevailed among the Jews, that John was a prophet, toge- 
ther with the prevailing expectation“of the Messiah’s approaching 
advent, which was mainly instrumental in drawing their attention 
to his ministry, (Matt. xi. 16. xxi. 25.) In concurrence with this 
belief his divine commission is opened in the same form as that 
with which the prophets in the O. T. asserted their authority. 
Compare Luke iii. 2. with Jerem. i. 24. Ezek. i. 3. vi. 1. vii. 10. 
Joseph Ben Gorion expressly calls him a prophet; and from the 
habit which he assumed, the austerities which he practised, and 
the office which he filled, he revived in every respect the spirit of 
prophecy, which had been lost to Israel for a space of 400 years. 
Lieutroot, CamMpseLi, Grorius. 

Ibid. axeidec. Locusts. Bochart mentions ten different kinds of 
these animals in the Scriptures. Some of these were permitted by 
the law to be eaten, Levit. xi. 22. and there is no doubt that they 
were used for food by several of the Eastern nations, and are so 
still to this day. Diodorus Sic. XXIV. 3. mentions a people of 
Aathiopia who were called Acridophagi; and Bochart observes, 
Hieroz. II. 4. 7. that locusts were-a common meat in Palestine. 
See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 71. There is no sufficient 
reason for supposing that John’s food consisted of any other than 
these insects; or that the fruit of the locust-tree, or wild pears, 
are here intended. In support of these conjectures, which have 
been supported by Dr. W. Knatchbull and others, much learned 
research has. been wasted, and alterations in the text proposed, 
which are wholly unnecessary, and not very probable. Wuitsy, 
Macxnigut.—[Hammonp.] The wild honey, pert ayovov, which 
constituted another part of the Baptist’s food, was procured from 
the clefts of rocks and hollow trees, where it had been depo- 
sited by immense swarms of wild bees, and whence in hot weather 
it bursts from the comb, and flows down in great purity and 
plenty. Josephus calls the country near Jericho yéoa pedurrd- 
toopoc. See also Shaw’s Travels, p. 337. Maundrell, p. 24. 
Reland’s Palestine, p. 374. Some have supposed that the honey 
here meant is a sweet syrop procured from dates, mentioned 
by Joseph. B. J. V. 3. and called by some writers palm honey. 
See Bochart Hieroz. Vol. III. p. 377. But it appears from 
Pliny, N. H. XXIII. 4, and other writers, that this was not 
altogether wholesome, and sometimes attended with unpleasant 
effects, so that the honey of bees is doubtless to be understood in 
this place. Ligurroor, Macknieut, WETSTEIN, &c. 


Ver. 5. % meplxwpoc tov “lopdavov. See Horne’s Introd. 


Vol. III. p. 54. 


_ Ver. 7, yevyhpara éxvoverv. In allusion, probably, to Gen. 
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iii. 15. where wicked men are called the seed of the serpent, i. e. 
of the Devi; unless the use of the Hache seems rather to imply 
sinners in general. The word #y:dva is employed in a meta- 
phorical sense, closely analogous to that of the Scriptures, in the 
classic authors. Compare Asch. Choéph. 243. 981. Soph. Ant. 
531. Phil. 1106. Eurip. Alcest. 309. Androm. 271. Ion. 1262. 
The expression employed by the Baptist is evidently opposed to 
their presumptuous boast, of being the children of Abraham, v. 9. 
It is supposed by some that the question contained in the words 
rie brédcakev piv x. 7. A. implies a strong negation ; but it is rather 
expressive of admiration that men should do things so contrary 
to their natural tempers and inclinations. It is probable that the 
Pharisees and Sadducees offered themselves to John’s baptism, 
with a view of escaping that punishment, pvyeiv a6 rig p2AXob- 
on¢ dpyii¢, which they expected to fall on the enemies of Christ, 
in the approaching establishment of his kingdom. Malach. iv. 6. 
It has been supposed, however, that they intended to obtain sub- 
jects of information against the Baptist, for the purpose of ac- 
cusing him to the Sanhedrim. Of the Pharisees.and Sadducees, 
and Jewish sects in general, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. Part 
3. Ch. vi. §. 2. The verb trodeixvupe properly signifies to shew, 
and thence to tnstruct, to advise. Compare Luke vi. 47. xii. 5. 
2 Chron. xv. 3. Job vi. 24. Prov. iv. 4. LXX. A difference has 
sometimes been supposed to exist between the simple participle 
pécrdwy and pé\lwy Eoeofa. But where pé\Awy is placed by 
itself, the verb Zoeofa: is always understood. Instances of each 
usage are without number: e. g. Demosth. c. Mid. §. 33. rov 
péddovra ayova. Wuirsy, MackNiGHT. 


Ver, 8. xaprév a&cov. This is doubtless the true reading. It 
is found in the old EDD. and best MSS. Some copies have xap- 
move ad&fove in the plural, as in Luke iii. 8. whence it was most 
probably inserted by some ignorant transcriber in this place. The 
expression kap7dv qovety is generally considered an Hebraism. 
Compare Gen. i. 11.. It is found, however, in some classic writers; 
and the metaphorical use of kap7éc¢, which frequently recurs in 
the N. T. is sanctioned by Demosthenes, p. 328. ed. Reiske, 
tabrne (rig pedérne) Tove KapTovde Fe KaAode Kal yevvatove Kat 
Taow woperiuove civat. . WETSTEIN, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 9. mwarépa txouev tov "ABoadu. The Jews at this time 
were immersed in the lowest depths of moral and religious de- 
pravity. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. Part III. Ch. 6. §. 3. 
This degeneracy was materially owing to the strength of certain 
prejudices, to which their traditions and their perversions of the 
Scriptures had given rise. Among these in particular may be 
noticed the persuasion which they had imbibed, and to which the 
Baptist here alludes, that they were irreversibly certain of the 
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divine favour, from which they totally excluded the Gentiles, in 
consideration of their descent from Abraham. The benefits de- 
rived from their patriarchal ancestor were considered as uni- 
versal, and extending alike to saint and sinner. They enter- 
tained a ridiculous notion, a perversion probably of Jerem. xxxi. 
35. that Abraham sat by the gates of Hell, and permitted no 
wicked Israelite to descend into it. See Talmud. The Chaldee 
paraphrasts also assert that Hell fire hath no power over sinners 
of Israel, because Abraham and Isaac descend thither to fetch 
them thence. Pococke’s Miscel. pp. 172. 227. The belief of 
these absurd doctrines had taken such fast hold upon their minds, 
that it was necessary for Justin Martyr, in the second century, to 
dissuade them from listening to their Rabbins, who told them, 
that being Abraham's seed, the kingdom of Heaven would be 
given to them, even though they continued in disobedience and 
unbelief : Dial. Tryph. From whatever sources they derived 
these opinions, they clearly overlooked the conditional turn of the 
promise, (Gen. xvili. 19.) with which the declarations of the Bap- 
tist exactly coincide. Wuirsy, Licutroot, Doppripcr. The 
phrase doc Aéyetv occurs in Xenoph. Mem. IV. 2. 20. It seems 
to be pleonastic, as we have doxety civae for simply eiva. So 
also Soxeiy gatvecOa, Xen. Mem. II. 1. 22. Cyrop. VIII. 3. 24. 
It may also be considered as an Hebraism, for the same form 
occurs frequently in the Talmud. So also the expression Aéyev 
év éavroic, which is found in Esther vi. 6. LXX. Ligutroor, 
Grortius, KUINOEL. 

Ibid. t rév wv robtwy k. 7. X. - The early fathers seem to 
have understood this expression figuratively, in reference to the 
idolatry of the Gentiles, who worshipped stones, (Clem. Alex. 
Prohept. p. 3.) or from the hardness of their hearts, (Jerome,) 
so that the Baptist meant to assert that God could raise up chil- 
dren to Abraham even from among the heathen, who, as the spi- 
ritual seed intended in the promised blessing, would be received 
into God’s favour instead of the rejected Jews. It has also been 
supposed that John meant to designate the multitude around him; 
the uneducated vulgar being frequently compared to stones. 
Thus Plaut. Mil. Glor. II. 2. 81. neque habet plus Sapientia, 
quam lapis. Other instances are cited by Wetstein. The most pro- 
bable opinion seems to be, that the words are a general affirmation 
of the omnipotence of God, who had originally created man from 
the dust of the earth, and had already given a child to Abraham 
miraculously, and could therefore raise up children to the Patri- 
arch, even from the dust under their feet. See also Rom. iv. 
Wuirsy, Ligutroot, MAckNIGHT. 


Ver. 10. ij8n 82 cat x. 7. A. And even now, §c. The powerful 
language in which John delivers this declaration, and the forcible 
construction of the passage, seems to point to a period of desola- 
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tion which was at no great distance. It was a warning, therefore, 
which would fall in with their apprehensions of impending 
danger, and would naturally induce them to adopt the means of 
deliverance. The construction of the verse is in the present 
tense, Kelral, ékKkOmTeTal, Daeg oh In v. 12. it changes to the 
future, SiaxaBapiel, ovvage, karaxaboet. It may, therefore, be in- 
ferred that the denunciation is twofold, referring, primarily, to the 
approaching destruction of Jerusalem, and, finally, to the day of 
judgment. There is, probably, an allusion in this passage to Jsaz. 
x. 33. xi. 1. which the Jews applied to the Messiah, and thence 
inferred that he would come immediately upon the destruction of 
Jerusalem. Scumipius, Ligutrroot, GRoTivs. 


Ver. 11. év b8art. The preposition is redundant, or equiva- 
lent with ody, as in Soph. Cid. T. 821. Hom. Il. A. 586. See 
Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 401. Obs. 2. _ Campbell renders it im, and com- 
pares tv 7 lopdavy, v. 6. observing also that the verb BamriZev 
means to dip, or immerse, and that the baptized are said dvaPat- 
vel amd Tov tvearoc, v. 16. But the cases are not exactly in 
point, since to immerse in fire, or in the Holy Ghost, is neither 
intelligible nor possible; nor is the rendering altogether recon- 
cileable with his own opinion, which seems to be extremely just, 
that the present verse represents the manner in which Christ 
will admit his disciples, and the next that in which he will 
judge them at the end of the world. ‘The baptism év rq “Iop- 
odvy designates the place, and év rq tvéati the manner of the 
ceremony. The words kai. wvpi are wanting in many MSS. 
but they are doubtless genuine, being found in some of the older 
versions and MSS. and having been probably rejected because 
they are wanting in Mark i. 8. Wakefield and others translate 
with a holy wind and with a fire ; urging that the article is gene- 
rally used when the Holy Spirit is meant, and that the following 
verse, which he considers as an illustration of the present, re- 
quires such an interpretation. But the ensuing verse is a con- 
sequence, and not an illustration of the present, and the article 
can decide nothing in the present instance. See on Matt. i. 18. 
where the fifth sense adduced is that which applies here. The 
Holy Spirit in his personal acceptation cannot, but his influence 
may, be associated with fire. MiIppLETON. 


[on THE BAPTISMS OF JOHN THE BAPTIST AND THE MESSIAH. 


. Itis plain from this passage that John’s baptism was not the same 
in substance with that of Christ. As John was sent to make ready 
for the appearance of the Messiah, so may the rite which he admi- 
nistered be considered as preparatory to the more efficient ordi- 
nance of our Lord. The Baptist himself did not affirm that any of 
those spiritual gifts were annexed to his ministry, which certainly 
were conferred upon the disciples of Jesus by the descent of the 
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Holy Ghost. He baptized with water only, thereby affording an 
emblematic representation of that internal purity which would be 
required in every member of the Christian covenant. His was only 
the outward visible sign; Christ's was the inward spiritual grace, 
openly shed upon the Apostles on the day of Pentecost, when this 
declaration of John respecting the Messiah’s baptism was fulfilled. 
Besides, if the baptism of John were equivalent with that of the 
Messiah, whence arose the necessity of re-baptizing those, who 
had already partaken of his rite? Acts xix. 1—6. The baptism 
of John may, probably, have been the same with that of the dis- 
ciples of Jesus before his ascension: but be it remembered, that 
during his ministry Jesus himself baptized not, but his disciples ; 
(John iv. 2.) and it was not till the miraculous descent of the 
Holy Ghost, in the shape of fiery tongues, that the fulfilment of 
John’s prediction, as stated above, took place. This is evident 
from the promise of. our Lord himself, in ets i. 5. and to this 
the words kat zvpi manifestly refer, and are to be rendered ewe- 
getically, (Spiritus, qui est ignis: ELSNER,) as representing the 
symbol of the Holy Spirit. It must be remarked, however, that 
these words of the Baptist are so constructed, that they would 
naturally be referred to a transaction of the Messiah’s life; and 
that they might at first sight appear to affirm, that he would not 
adopt a baptism with water for the admission of his disciples. 
But it cannot be supposed that John would heedlessly have ha- 
zarded a prediction of this extraordinary nature; and still less, 
that events would subsequently arise, and unexpectedly coincide 
with what he had foretold. Their fulfilment, therefore, must be an 
ample proof that the word of the Lord directed his prediction ; 
and, as an obvious inference, that the record which he bore to the 
mission of Christ is indisputably true. ] 


- Ibid. ré iwodshuara Bactéca. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. 
p- 415. In Mark i. 7. and Luke iii. 16. it is Avoca Tov inavra 
TOV vToonmaTwy; but the expressions are clearly synonymous. 
Among the Jews, the office alluded to, though of a servile descrip- 
tion, was also performed by disciples for their instructors, as it 
appears from the Talmudists, and Euseb. Hist. Eccl. IV. 15. 
The adjective icyvpd¢ here signifies powerful in the highest 
sense, as in Rev. xviii. 8. and ixavoc, in the sense of a&oc, is 
sanctioned by Herod. VIII. 36. Dion. Hal. Ant. R. II. 65. 
Aristzenet. III. 19. Kypxe, ScHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 12. ob 6 wréov x. 7. X. The allusion in this passage is 
to an ancient process in agriculture, by which the chaff was 
driven towards a fire prepared for burning it, in order that it 
might not be blown back, and mixed again with the wheat. 
There is a similar description in one of the Jewish expositions 
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of Psalm ii. Then comes the threshing ; the straw they throw 
into the fire, the chaff into the wind ; the wheat they keep on the 
floor. So the nations shall be burnt, but Israel preserved. Midres 
Tillin. The aréov was properly a winnowing shovel, of very 
ancient use, and extremely simple; the fan, by which it is impro- 
perly rendered in E. T. was more cumbersome, contrived for 
raising an artificial wind by the help of sails, and therefore unfit 
to be used by the hand. ‘There is mention of both these imple- 
ments, wréov and Afkuwy, in Isat. xxx. 24. The whole passage 
will be fully understood by referring to Horne’s Introd. Vol. IIT. 
p. 457. sq. We meet with the verb Scaxafaiow in the sense 
which it bears in this passage in Xenoph. Cicon. 24. caapoipmev 
Tov oirov, AKuwvTEG TA aXUPA. After do0jcnv many MSS 
and the Syriac version add avrov; but the article alone has the 
form of the possessive pronoun, ignorance of which has given rise 
to several various readings of the same kind. Ligurroor, Camp- 
BELL, MAcKNIGHT, MIDDLETON. 


Ver, 13. rére magaytvera x. 7. A. The particle rére does not 
define the exact point of time at which the baptism of Christ took 
place, but simply fixes it to the time when John was baptizing. 
The same latitude is observable in Matt. iv. 1... The question of 
the date of Christ’s baptism, and the time which elapsed between 
the commencement of John’s ministry and that of Christ, is dis- 
cussed under Luke ii. 1. It may be observed, that by his bap- 
tism in the Jordan, Christ entered upon the work for which he 
came into the world precisely upon the same principles, on which 
the priests were dedicated to the Temple service. Compare Exod. . 
viii. 6. xl. 12. Heb. ii. 17. This seems to be the primary force 
of the reason with which he obtained the acquiescence of John 
in his baptism; though it also comprehended the propriety and 
necessity of justifying all the counsels of divine wisdom. Though 
the law was now to be abolished, it had eriginally been estab- 
lished for wise and indispensable purposes; and it was therefore 
advisable that the Messiah should acknowledge its divine insti- 
tution, and sanction its ordinances. The selection of the Baptist 
for the performance of the ceremony was obviously intended to 
answer the most important purposes. The numbers which daily 
flocked to his preaching would thus be witnesses of the wonderful 
scene which followed; and the superb testimony to the divine 
mission of the Messiah, attended by the manifestation of the whole 
glory of the Trinity, and the express declaration of the Father to 
the dignity of the Son, delivered by the voice from heaven in the 
ears of the assembled multitude, established at once in the most 
public manner the authority both of Christ and his forerunner. 
The voice from heaven was a completion of 2 Sam. vii. 14. 
Psal. \xxxix. 26, 27. Isaiah xlii. 1. and the title, Son of God, 
belongs, as the Jews themselves allow, to their Messiah. See 
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Psal, ii. 7. Isaiah vii. 14. and compare Matt. xxvi. 63. Luke 
xxii. 67. 70. John i. 41. 49. also Matt. xvi. 16. 20. Mark viii. 
29. Luke ix. 20. This appellation, therefore, bestowed upon 
him in a manner so august and solemn, ought to have been de- 
cisive in convincing them of his divine pretension. Licurroor, 
Wuirsy, Macknieur. 


Ver. 15. apec dott. Schleusner renders these words permitte 
queso; observing that dor: is here an hortative particle, equiva- 
lent to 6, or the Hebrew N32, but the usual import of the adverb 
is equally applicable. With respect to the Baptist’s hesitation 
in complying with the request of Jesus, it could only have pro- 
ceeded upon a certainty that he who stood before him was the 
very. person, of whom he was the forerunner. This, however, 
appears at first sight’ to contradict an assertion of the Baptist 
himself made shortly after the event in question. But see on 
John i. 33. 


Ver. 16. The adverb ei 6dc, though joined with dvé3n, belongs 
properly to dvewxOycav. Instances of this construction recur in 
Mark i. 29. xi. 2. Grotirus, Camppett. Rosenmuller does 
not understand the words r6 wvevpa Tov Oeov in a personal sense, 
but simply as signifying a strong emotion in the mind of our 
Saviour, now entering onhis ministry. But Luke, iii. 22. says rd 
Treva TO aylov cwparixy ida, which gives the personal sense 
of zvedpa in the most unequivocal terms. Mrppieron. The de- 
scription, however, of this circumstance is ambiguous. Tertullian 
and Augustin supposed that the symbol of the Spirit’s presence 
was a material dove, and others are of opinion that it had both 
the shape and motion of a dove, thereby representing that in- 
nocence and meekness, which were so clearly exemplified in the 
character of Christ. But the more probable supposition is, that 
the Holy Spirit, in some visible form, probably that of a flame or 
body of fire, descended with an hovering motion like that of a 
dove; the peculiarity of which is noticed by Virgil, Ain. V. 216. 
Fertur in arva volans ; mox aére lapsa quieto Radit iter liqui- 
dum, celeres neque commovet alas. Had it been a dove in shape 
as well as in motion, the expression, instead of wot wepiorepay, 
would have been wast reoiorepac, aS woet mupoc, Acts ii. 3. 
Wuirsy, Hammonp, Macxnieut, WETSTEIN, LIGHTFOOT. 


Ver. 17. obréc toti x. t. X. In Mark i. 11. these words are 
addressed to Christ himself: od ei 6 vide x. 7. X. Hence it has 
been supposed that both forms were pronounced ; first while the 
Spirit was descending, directly to Christ himself; and again after 
the Spirit had lighted upon him, to the Baptist and the multi- 
tude. This supposition would, undoubtedly, render the miracle 
very remarkable, but as the two forms are precisely the same in 
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sense, the difference in the words is very immaterial. The ex- 
pression evSoxeiv év rive is a Hebraism, as in Peal. cxlix. A. 
LXX. svSoxciv tv rH ag. The aorist evddcnoa is not here 
used simply for the present, but it has the signification which it 
regularly bears. in the best Attic writers, of the Latin soleo, in- 
cluding the past, present, and future. See Zeuné and Hermann 
on Viger, p. 164, Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 503. 3. Of the adjective 
dyamnroc see my note on Homer II. Z. 400. Its true sense 
is clearly deducible from John xvii. 26. Macxnieut, Gro- 
TIUS. 





CHAP TE Ly: 


Contents :— The Temptation of Christ, vv. 1—11. [Mark i. 12, 
13. Luke iv. 1—13.] Imprisonment of John; Christ teaches 
in Galilee. wv. 18—25. [Mark i. 16—21. Luke iv. 14—32.] 


Verse 1. sic rv tonuov. The people of Palestine shew the wil- 
derness in which our Saviour is supposed to have been tempted, 
and from the forty days, during which the temptation lasted, it 
has acquired the name of Quarantaria. It is a rugged and wild 
ridge of mountains to the north of the road which leads from Je- 
rusalem by the Mount of Olives to Jericho. It seems more pro- 
bable, however, that the scene of the temptation was the great 
Desert of Arabia, in which Mount Sinai is situate, of which see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 55. Not to mention that Jesus 
would not have been entirely in solitude in the former retreat, 
and that provisions would be easily attainable, the fast of our 
Lord has an evident reference to those of Moses and Elias, which 
took place in the Desert of Arabia, (Hod. xxxiv. 28, 1 Kings 
xix. 8.) The word c.aodoe signifies properly a calumniator, 
traducer, false accuser, from d.afsaAXcv. In the N. T. it is 
sometimes an appellative, as in 1 Z%m. iii. 11. 2 Tim. iii. 3. Tit. 
ii. 8. and probably John vi. 70. but more generally it is used to 
denote kar’ 2E0xyv, the great enemy of God and man, whom we 

call the devil; and as such, it is the word by which the Hebrew 
) YOW, Satan, which signifies an adversary, (Numb. xxii. 22. 
1 Sam. xxix. 4.) is translated by the LXX, in Jodi. and ii. 
Zech. iii. 1. 1 Mace. i. 36. As proper names, the Hebrew and 
Greek words readily convey the same idea, since the notion of an 
enemy and a calumniator are closely allied; and the verb é&a- 
BadXzoBa also signifies to hate, as employed by Strabo, p. 792. 
See Casaubon én loc. It is observable also that in this sense it 
generally takes the article, and is never used in the plural. In 
the same manner we have 6 wepaZwv, & wovnpdc, 6 dvridiKoc, 
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and the like terms, by which the devil is designated kar’ oxhv. 
The words t76 rov wvebuaroe are evidently to be understood of 
the Holy Spirit. There is no ground, either from the expression 
or the context, to interpret it of the devil. The expression in 
Luke iv. 1. is tv 7@ rvebpari, where the preposition év with the 
dative is used for i764, or dd, with the genitive, in which sense it 
is occasionally used by the best writers. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 
577. 4. The compound. dvi, 0m has only the force of the simple 
verb. Luke has jyyero. Micuarnis, MippLeron, CampBELt, 
Kurnoet. It will be proper to make a few general remarks 
upon 


[THE TEMPTATION OF CHRIST IN THE WILDERNESS. 


The Unitarians assert, in the Notes to their Improved Version 
of the N. T. that the form of expression, dvfyOn i7d rov mveb- 
pratoc, denotes that the historian is about to describe a vistonary | 
scene, and not a real event, in confirmation of which they refer ‘\ 
to Rev. i. 10. Acts xi. 5. In the first of these passages St. 
John’s expression is éyevduny év wvebuart; and in the latter St. | 
Peter describes his vision as év éxordoa doaua. It is clearly 
discernible that the latter of these forms is entirely distinct from 
that of St. Matthew, and that while in its plain and obvious sense 
it describes a visionary scene, the natural impression which arises 
from those of the Evangelist is that of a positive action of our 
Saviour, viz. his going into the desert at the suggestion of the 
Spirit, | In: Mati.oxi. 28. Luke in, 27. Acts vii 29.°x.19. 
where similar expressions occur, it cannot be supposed that the 
actions described are merely imaginary. The citation from the 
Revelations indeed. nearly coincides with that employed by St. 
Luke in the parallel passage, jyero év to mvebpart, chap. iv. 1. 
but with this material difference, that it wants the article. Inthe 
Gospels, therefore, ro wvevja evidently denotes the influence of 
the Spirit; in the Revelations it must be referred to the second 
sense of the word noticed under Matt. i. 18. At the same time 
it must be confessed, that several of the commentators, both an- 
cient and modern, without any leaning to Socinian tenets, have 
thought that the temptation was simply a vision, and some diffi- 
culties may doubtless be removed by this supposition. But these 
difficulties are merely theoretical, arising from the mysterious 
nature of the transaction; which, therefore, like all other myste- 
ries, is beyond the reach of human investigation. Now, there 
is not the slightest intimation throughout the narrative, that the 
temptation is merely a vision; and the reasons for adhering to a 
literal interpretation amount almost to demonstration. It is cer- 
tain, for instance, that the feeling of hunger could not have been 
ideal; and that a vision of forty days’ continuance is beyond the 
bounds of credibility. Some weight, also, is due to the observa- 
tion, that all the prophets of the O, T. except Moses, saw. 
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visions and dreamed dreams; and that St. Paul and St. Peter, 
the prophets of the N. T. did the same. Hence, Moses being 
~-a type of Christ, it is reasonable to expect, that in this, as in 
other particulars, the resemblance would be preserved between 
them. Besides, the thing is in itself extremely probable, that 
there should be a real and personal conflict between Christ. and 
Satan, when the former entered upon his ministry. He had 
ruined the first Adam, and he might, therefore, hope to be equally 
successful with the second. It is the ingenious observation of a 
learned friend of Bishop Porteus, that the Temptation of Christ 
in the Wilderness, bears an evident analogy to the Temptation of 
Adam in Paradise. The suggestion has been followed up by 
Mr. Townsend in several points of similitude, which are closed 
by a curious tradition, that the temptation of Adam and Eve in 
Paradise was of forty days’ duration. We may also remark 
farther, that the character and design of the temptation, will be 
considerably illustrated by a comparison with the Crucifixion. 
(See Encyclop. Metropol. Vol. X. p. 604.) Each was the hour 
of Satan; at the commencement, and the close, respectively, of. 
the work of Christ. Now Satan had brought into the world sin, 
as well as death: and the temptation appears to have been with 
regard to stv, what the crucifixion was with regard to death. It 
was, therefore, a vicarious transaction. Christ was first tempted 
instead of his Church, and afterwards died instead of it. But 
as his death did not imply that his Church should not afterwards 
be subject to mortality, but only that the great “sting of death”. 
should be subdued ; so his temptation did not deliver his Church’ 
from being subsequently tempted, but only indicated, that with 
the temptation there should always be a way to escape, so that 
it would not be necessarily fatal. It is observable also, that 
there is a singular coincidence between the petitions of the Lord’s 
Prayer and the temptation. See on Matt. vi. 9. LicuTFoorT, 
Wuirsy, Grortus, Porreus, &c.—[F anMer. } 





Ver. 2. reooapdxovra. The number forty is marked by’ 
several occurrences. The flood lasted forty days; so did the 
fasts of Moses, Elijah, and the Ninevites. The days of purifi- 
"cation after child-birth were the same in number. It is recorded 
also by Diog. Laert. VIII. 40. and others, that Pythagoras took: 
no food for forty days before his death. Grotrus, WrrsTEIN. 


Ver. 3. 5 mapaZwv. This use of the participle with the article 
has been improperly considered an Hebraism, as it is to be met 
with continually in the best Greek authors. Thus Herod. F; 
120. ot ‘yetvauevor, parentes. Xenoph. Apol. Soc. 20. of gu- 
Adocovrec, for of poraxec. ‘Thucydides abounds with examples. : 
See Matt. Gr. Gr. §..570, Another Hebraism has also been: 
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noticed in this verse; viz. the use of simeiv im the sense of jubere ; 
which, however, it bears also in Eurip. Hec. 552. Iph. A. 95. 
Iph. T. 85. So also dico, in Latin; Sil. Ital. IX. 474. Kurnort, 
ALBERT, PauarreET. In the words ei vide ei rov Ocov, both 
Campbell and Wakefield translate a Son of God; but there are 
instances which prove incontestibly, that neither of the expres- 
sions, vide Tov Oeov, or vide Oeov, were ever meant to be taken 
in a lower sense than 6 vide rod Ocov, which is always allowed 
to be meant in the highest sense. Thus in Mark i. 1. vide rot 
Qcov, is spoken by the Evangelist himself of Jesus; and in John 
x. 36. by Christ himself, of himself. Again, in Matt. xxvii. 43. 
the form vide Gcov, without either of the articles, occurs in refer- 
ence to the crime laid to Christ, that he said, I am the Son of God. 
Compare also Matt. xxvii. 40. Luke i. 35. Rom. i. 4, The 
words Od¢ and Kdpioe, in the sense of God, either take or 
reject the article indiscriminately ; a license, which these words 
derive from their partaking of the nature both of appellatives and 
proper names, (see on Lwke i. 15.); so that it 1s allowable to 
write either 6 vid¢ rov Ocov, or vide cov, indifferently.. The 
reason why we meet with od ci 6 vide rov Ocov, and od «i vide 
Tow Q<ov, is, that here two principles interfere; after verbs sub- 
stantive the article should be omitted ; but where a pronoun pre- 
cedes, it is not unfrequently inserted. In such instances, the 
existence is assumed, the purport of the proposition being to 
identify the predicate with the subject. Thus in Plato, Vol. X. 
p- 89. di cioty avrai ai idgfac THv bvTwv; where that these are 
idéae Tov SvTwyr, is the basis of the inquiry; and the only doubt 
is, whether these be they. The argument of Campbell, founded 
upon the degradation of our Saviour’s character, arising either 
from the ignorance or the malignity of Satan, and supposed to be 
implied in the absence of the article, has no great weight in it. 
Ignorance is no where in Scripture ascribed to the Evil Spirit; 
nor is it probable that he should be unacquainted with Christ’s 
pretensions; and malignity would rather have prompted him to 
exaggerate those pretensions, at a time when he was endeavouring 
to shew their futility. The expression, 7f thou be, can only be 
understood as a sneer at our Saviour’s known pretensions. Mr1p- 
DLETON. It is observable, that dorov, in the plural, should be 
rendered loaves; not, asin E. T., bread ; being opposed to déBou, 
stones. Luke i. 3. has \i0w and dproe, in the singular; but the 
mere difference in the turn of the expression is of no moment. 
Besides, these stones may mean simply, one of these stones; as 
the cities of Gilead, Judg. xii.'7. mean only one of the cities. 
So in Reuben’s speech, Gen. xlii. 37. the words slay my twa 
sons, must be interpreted, two of my sons; as Reuben had four 
sons at this time. See Gen. xlvi.9. CampBeLtL, LicuTroor. 


Ver, 4. yéyoanra. Deut. viii. 3. The allusion is to the many 
10 
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great blessings, particularly the gift of manna, which God had 
bestowed upon the Israelites in the wilderness. In this tempta- 
tion, Christ had been solicited to doubt the evidence of his mis- 
sion, and to distrust the divine power, as insufficient to sustain 
him without food; although a virtual promise had been given 
him of support, in the Spirit’s suggestion to undertake the fast ; 
just as a promise of sustenance was made to the Israelites, when 
God commanded them to go into the desert. Hence the tempta- 
tion is properly repelled by citing the words of Moses, in which 
he assures them, that it is a far less important concern to provide 
for the wants of life, than to maintain a rational and religious 
trust in God’s providence. ‘There is a parallel sentiment in 
Wisd. xvi. 26. LXX. Ody ai yeviosic Tov KapTwY Teépovaly 
avOowrov, dAAd 7d pud cov Tobe cot TioTEbovTac SiaTnpEt. 
The phrase éw’ dprw Civ is found in Polyb. Hist. VI. 7. Max. 
Tyr. Diss. XIX. So also Diss. XXVII. 6. Bioredew ém ov. 
Alciphron. III. 7. éai Oépore Kai ad piro.e dvaPpdoKew THY yao- 
téoa. Demosth. Orat. Fun. p. 153. without the preposition: 
Tove KapTove vic Cwow dvOpwro. WerTstTeIn, Macknicut, 
Kypxe, Kuinori.—The article is omitted before dvOow7oc on 
the principle of exclusive prepositions. See on Matt. I. Sect. II. 
§.5. The LXX have the article, which, no doubt, originated 
in the 7] emphatic of the Hebrew. MippLEToN.— We may observe, 
that Choera, in the middle voice, is here very expressive: Man 
shall not support himself; i. e. without a religious dependence 
upon the goodness of God. The future, signifying to be wont, 
is a usual idiom. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 503. 4. 


Ver. 5. aylav médw. Jerusalem. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 18. The verb wapadapBavev does not signify sublimem 
rapere, i. e. to transport through the air, as some have supposed ; 
but merely, to take with one, to take as a companion. In this 
sense it is evidently used in Numb. xxiii. 14. LXX. Matt. xvii. 
1. So also #lian, V. H. II. 18. TapaAnpbeic vo LAdrwvoe 
sic TO ovuTéotov. Anton. de Setpso: c. 21. TapadaBwv tiv Kéonv. 
Hence the verb tornot merely implies persuasion or assistance, and 
may be rendered, énduced him to stand. Compare Matt. xviii. 2. 
ALBERT, KuINoeEL, Macxnieut.—[Grorttius.] The commen- 
tators are greatly at variance on the meaning of the word mrepé- 
yov. There is little doubt that it was something Monadic, and 
that the E. T. improperly renders 7d repé-yiov, a pinnacle ; since, 
if there had been several rreodyia, we should probably have read 
tt mrepvytov. Now, there is no instance in any author, where 
mrepby.ov is applied to a building: but Wetstein has collected 
some passages, in which the cognate word rrepdv is synonymous 
with aerd¢ or dérwpa, a term appropriated to the roofs of tem- 
ples. See Schol. Arist. Av. 1110. Dion. Hal. A. R. Vol. IT. p- 
789, ed. Reisk. Joseph. Ant. XV. 11. in which last place ‘it is 
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spoken of the tabernacle; and is applied, as it should seem, on 
account of the figure, which the transverse section of a pointed 
roof, or the gable, presents. Hence, if the pointed roof of the 
temple be wrépov, the rrepéyiov may be a similar kind of pointed 
roof, of smaller dimensions; probably that of the great eastern 
porch; which is the opinion of Lightfoot. However, Wetstein 
and. Michaelis understand it of the royal porch, which over- 
looked the precipice at the East and South of the temple. This 
situation is, perhaps, better suited to the history; but the matter 
is to account how the roof of this building could be called 75 are- 
evyvov rou isoov. The question, doubtlessly, involves a case of 
great difficulty. MippLeron. Of the temple, its courts, &c. see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. P. III. Ch. I. §. 2. 


Ver. 6. yéyparra yao' “Orix. 7. X. In the former tempta- 
tion the devil had endeavoured to make our Lord distrust God’s 
promise and providence; in this he attempted to make him pre- 
sume too much upon them. In order more effectually to throw 
him off his guard, the very reverse of the means before applied 
are resorted to, and backed by a quotation from Psal. xci. 11. 
most ingeniously and subtilly perverted to further his design. 
It has been thought that the passage is mutilated as well as per- 
verted ; but in Lwke iv. 10. the insertion of the words rov é:a- 
g@vAa&a os, which are omitted in Matthew, renders the citation 
complete. The passage, however, is merely a conditional pro- 
mise of God to protect his servants while they continue in the 
path of duty; but it does not allow them to expose themselves to 
unnecessary danger, with the vain presumption that God will 
interfere to deliver them. The words émt yeipoy doovel os are 
a metaphor taken from a nurse’s attention to a child: in teach- 
ing it to walk, she lifts it over the stones and obstacles which 
‘occur in the path, that it may not fall over them. Xenophon 
has a similar allusion in Cyrop. VII. 5. 50. are udvov ovbk tv 
Taig. dyxdhac Teguepipopev avtove ayatwvrec. The phrase 
moookérrav tooc AlPoy roy wééa is proverbially expressive of 
any great difficulty or danger. Of the adverb yfwore, in the 
sense of the simple jj, we have examples in Matt. vii. 6. xiii. 
29. xv. 52. xxv. 9. xxvii. 64. Macknicut, Kuinorez, RapHe- 
Lius, Grotius, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 7. od« txreiodcec x. t. A. The verb éxrepdZew in this 
passage does not mean fo ¢empt in its ordinary acceptation, but 
to make trial of, to put to the proof. Soin Gen, xxii. 1. LXX, 
5 Osd¢ émeipace Tov “ABoadu. Compare also Exod. xvii. 27. \ 
Numb. xiv. 22. Psal. \xxviii. 18. evi. 14. and see Limborch. 
Theol. V. 22. 16. The import then of the passage, which is 
cited by our Lord from Deut. vi. 10. is this: that having had 
sufficient proof of the power and veracity of God, particularly in 
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the miraculous testimony of the Spirit at his baptism, it would be 
idle and presumptuous to require more. Some of the commenta- 
tors, however, suppose that our Saviour warns, not against pre- 
_ sumption, but distrust and want of confidence, which would 
identify this temptation with the preceding. RosENMULLER, Dop- 
DRIDGE, CaAMPBELL.—[Hammonp, WHITBY, Grotius.| It has 
been proposed to point after mdAuv instead of 6 Incove, thus re-_ 
ferring the adverb to pn instead of yéyoarra. This method, 
however, renders the sentence very awkward and abrupt; and 
wadw may be well rendered insuper, preterea, in which sense it 
occurs in Rom. xv. 10, 11. 2 Cor. x. 7. Heb. i. 5. and else- 
where. Compare also Soph. Phil. 342. The notion of con- 
tra, which some have attached to it, does not suit the passage. 
It is so explained, however, by the Scholiast on Soph. El. 
1046, wéAw* sic rd 2vavtiov. Kurnort, PaLarReT.—[CAMP- 
BELL, ALBERT. | 


Ver. 8. wacace tag BaotAsiac Tov Kdopov. It has been ob- 
served, that if these words are to be understood in a literal sense, 
the transaction described by them is impossible. Hence, some 
commentators, who admit the reality of our Lord’s temptation in 
the main, are disposed to consider this incident as merely vi- 
sionary, and. in support of this opinion the words év orryup yo6- 
vov, which are added in the parallel passage of S¢. Luke, have 
been particularly insisted upon. But on this, as on other 
occasions, there is clearly no middle course to be taken; and 
the event was either altogether real or altogether imaginary. 
Not to mention, however, that the occurrence has every appear- 
ance of a real action, it is evident that had it been simply a vision, 
there would have been no occasion to ascend a lofty mountain. 
Now the term 1 oixoupévn, employed by St. Luke, iv. 5. appears 
to have been used in a restricted sense to denote only the Land 
of Palestine. See on Luke ii. 1. Hence, if the corresponding 
word kdéopoc be here limited to this signification, which it clearly 
bears in Rom. iv. 13. the prospect afforded to our Lord was no ~ 
more than was presented to Moses from Mount Nebo, Deut. 
xxxiv. 1.; and it is highly probable that this same mountain was 
also the scene of the temptation. What renders this more pro- 
bable is, that Judzea was at this time divided into several princi- 
palities, some of which are mentioned in Zwke iii. 1. and that the 
governors of these divisions, whether ethnarchs or tetrarchs, are 
dignified with the title of BaciWdc, kings. See Matt. ii. 22. 
xiv. 9. It is to be observed also, that the verb decvivar does not 
necessarily imply to ewhibit to the sight, it may mean simply to 
point out ; so that the Tempter may be understood merely to have 
described the several situations of the different kingdoms, and to 
have stated their relative importance, wealth, and magnitude, 
which is the import of — word éd&a. In this sense the verb 
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occurs in Herod. IIT. 13.9. ASlian. V. H. HIE. 1. There is, in 
fact, an ellipsis of r@ Aéyq, which is supplied in Eurip. Here. F. 
Adyotst Ti ToVd aualiay Urip céMev Aci—a. ‘Elian. Hist. Anim. 
XVII. 8. dciEar TH ASyw, we eExeivoc yoapa. Hence, it is not 
absolutely necessary to limit the sense of késuoe as above; but 
the Roman empire may possibly be intended, in which accepta- 
tion 1% oikovpévy also is frequently employed. Macxnicut, Mr- 
CHAELIS, A. CLARKE, KuINoEL, PaLarret.—[Grortius, Ligut- 
Foot, WuiTBy.] Beza supposes that the power of vision was 
miraculously extended both in the case of Moses and of Christ. 
But there is no necessity for such a notion. Modern travellers 
observe, that from several of the mountains of Palestine the view 
is exceedingly beautiful and extensive. 


Ver. 9. 2av receiv moockuvioye pow. See on Matt. ii. 2. The 
mooscktynaic of the Greeks was paid only to their gods. See 
Herod. VII. 136. Hence the distinction observed by the early 
Christians in this custom. They did not scruple to pay the re- 
verence which was offered, kara 76 vevomicpévov, to the Eastern 
princes, but resolutely refused to prostrate themselves before the 
images of the Pagan divinities. This fact is grossly underrated 
by Gibbon, Decline and Fall, ch. 23. Gnrortus. 


Ver. 10. braye drtow pov. E. T. Get thee hence. In 
some MSS. the words éztow pov are omitted, but they are in all 
probability correct. In Luke iv. 8. the whole clause is an inter- 
polation. The object of this temptation was zdolatry. Indignant, 
therefore, at the consummate impudence of the ‘Tempter, Christ 
spurns him from him, and silences him at once by a quotation 
from Deut. vi. 13. x. 20. The verb Aaroeiw signifies properly 
to serve simply; as in Soph. Trach. 40. Xenoph. Cyrop. III. 1. 
20. Hesych. Aarpsiw* SovrAcbw. And so the Lexicographers 
generally. In the LXX, and in the N. T., however, the word is 
confined to the notion of divine worship. See Luke i. 74. ii. 37. 
iv. 8.: Acts vii. 42. et passim, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 11. The verb Siaxovety signifies properly to serve at 
table, and we have the complete phrase S.axovety rpaméGare in 
Acts vi. 2. Hence Eurip. Cyclop. 31. demrvév diaxdvoc. Anacr. 
Od. IV. pé0v poe Sinxoveirw. Compare Matt. xxii. 13. Luke x. 
40. John ii. 9. It is clear, therefore, that Jesus was supplied by 
the angels with food and such other necessaries as his present 
situation required. Macxnient, Wersrrin. It is observable, 
that the order in which the temptations are recorded by ‘i. 
Matthew is different from that inwhich they occur in St. Luke ; 
the two last being transposed by the latter Evangelist. Now it so 
happens that Matthew uses the adverbs tore and Tad, wv. 5. 8. 
which seem in a manner to fix the order of his narratives, whereas 
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Luke has merely employed the connecting particle kat. The de- 
parture of Satan also after the last temptation is expressly noticed 
by Matthew, and not by Luke. Hence, although it is a matter 
of little importance, the order of Matthew may fairly be adopted 
as that in which the events actually took place. Some commen- 
tators, however, in order to reconcile the two Evangelists, sup- 
pose that the temptation to idolatry was twice repeated; and 
others, with no greater probability, that the order of Luke ori- 
ginally coincided with that of Matthew, but was afterwards dis- 
turbed by some careless transcriber. The only authority is that 
of Ambrose, who, in his fourth book on Luke, has explained the 
temptation in Matthew's order. Macxnicut. Mr. Townsend, in 
his Chronological Arrangement of the N. T., conceives that the 
difference in the order of the two accounts originated in the dif- 
ference of purpose for which the Evangelists respectively wrote. 
In repulsing the third temptation, as it stands in St. Matthew, 
our Lord shewed his contempt of all worldly power, and inti- 
mated that the expectations which the Jews entertained of the 
Messiah’s temporal kingdom were altogether unfounded. The 
Evangelist, therefore, who wrote expressly for Jewish readers, 
placed this temptation last in the series, as more important than 
the preceding. For the like reason, Lwke, in writing for the Gen- 
tiles, concluded his narrative with Satan’s attempt to make Christ 
throw himself from the pinnacle of the temple. So great a de- 
monstration of divine power would undoubtedly have been immor- 
talized, and honoured with the highest worship of Pagan super- 
stition. Christ’s refusal, therefore, to avail himself of this homage, 
would, in the opinion of a heathen, be the highest pitch of virtue. 
It should seem then, that in both instances the climax is preserved 
-according to the opinions and prejudices prevalent among those 
whom the writers respectively addressed. 


Ver, 12. wapeddé. Scil. cie puvdAaxhv.” The ellipsis is sup- 
plied in Aets viii. 3. xxii. 4, So also Diod. Sic. p. 195. Rhod. 
mapacdioocba: sic puAakdc. See Bos. Ellips. p. 321. For the 
_ particulars of John’s imprisonment see Matt. xiv. 3. sqq. There 
is here a chasm in the history, which is supplied in the opening 
of St. John’s Gospel. 


; Ver. 18. wat xaradirey tiv NaZapir, x. t. A. From this 
time our Lord seems to have made Capernawm his ordinary 
place of residence, and to have entirely forsaken Nazareth, where 
he had spent the first thirty years of his life. Hence Capernaum 
is called his own city, Matt. ix. 1. and here, as a citizen, he paid 
tribute, xvii. 24, It is worthy of remark, that a regular tradition 
prevailed among the ancient Jews, that their Messiah would 
begin his ministry in Galilee. Johar. Genes. 6. 74. 290. Revela- 
bitur Messias in terra Galilea. The reason which may have 


MATTHEW IV. 15, 16. 53 


determined him to devote so much of his ministry to this part of 
Galilee, seems to have been the extensive population, and the 
multitude of villages of which it consisted; together with its 
distance from Jerusalem. A wide theatre would thus be opened 
for the propagation of his Gospel, and he would be less liable 
to the opposition of the Scribes and Pharisees, who had evinced 
the most decided hostility to him from the very commencement 
of his preaching. A. CiarKxe, Macknieut, ScHoETTGEN. For 
the situation, &c. of Nazareth, Capernaum, &c. see Horne’s 
Geographical Index. 


Ver. 15. yi) ZaBovAev «. 7. . Isaiah ix. 1. Of the difference 
between St. Matthew’s citation of this prophecy and the Hebrew 
original see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 370. The division of 
the words there proposed is confirmed by the Chaldee Para- 
phrast and the Latin Vulgate. The countries here mentioned 
were those which principally suffered in the Assyrian invasion, 
under Tiglath Pileser, 2 Kings xv. 29. To compensate for these 
afflictions the Prophet consoles them with the prospect of glory 
in the latter days; and accordingly they were the first to receive 
the light of the Gospel. By some this prophecy is considered 
only in the light of a simple accommodation, but improperly. 
Mepe. The expression 600v Qadaoon¢e seems to involve an 
ellipsis of the preposition kara, but it is somewhat obscure and 
indefinite. Its true meaning seems to be near the sea, or to- 
wards the sea; i.e. the lake of Tiberias. ‘The article before 
Qaddoone seems to have been omitted by the LXX from consi- 
dering 68dv in the light of a preposition. The words are literally 
translated from the Hebrew 0% 317, which would properly be 
rendered versus mare. It is observable, also, that the Hebrew 
72D, mdber, rendered wépav by the LXX, signifies indiffe- 
rently on this side, and on the other side. Compare Deut. 1. 1. 
iv. 49. Numb. xxxii. 19. Now Zabulon and Napthali were on 
the same side of the Jordan with Jerusalem and Judza, where 
Isaiah exercised his prophetical office. CampBeti, MippLeETon, 
BEAUSOBRE. 


Ver. 16. xaOnpévoc tv oxéret, k. T. ». The Hebrew would 
have been more closely rendered wopevduevoc, and some have 
supposed that the Evangelist used the participle kafnuévoe as 
more expressive of the degraded and miserable state of the 
people in question. But the verb xcafjo0a, both here and in 
the end of the verse, signifies simply degere, versari, which is 
all that the original is meant to convey. So also in Judith v. 3 
1 Mace. ii. 1. 29. Grorius, Ligntroor, Kurnort.—[ALBerr, 
A. Crarxe.] The metaphorical use of oxdroc and Pas, in re= 
ference to the darkness of heathen idolatry, and the light of the 
Gospel, occurs repeatedly in the Scriptures. The latter word in 
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this passage seems rather to designate the minister of the Gos el 
than the Gospel itself. Compare Rom. ii. 19, 20. Somewhat 
analogous is the use of the verb gwriZev, in the sense of docere, 
Judg. xiii. 8. For similar instances in classic writers see my 
note on Hom. Il. Z. 6. In continuation of the same mode of 
speech, the verb avaréAAev, which is properly used of the rising 
sun, is here applied to the advent of the Messiah. Compare Heb. 
vii. 14, ‘The expression yw#pq¢ kal oxig Oavarov is also meta- 
phorical, and represents the spiritual darkness in which these 
people lived before they received the light of the Gospel, being 
dead in trespasses and sins. Inthe LXX the words are ywoa 
oxiac @avarov, which correspond exactly with the Hebrew. 
Both forms, however, are equivalent, and are indifferently used 
for év xwpa oxidevtt. We have the phrase mortis umbra in Ovid. 
Met. V. 191. Virg. Ain. VI. 268. The pronoun airoie at the 
end of the verse is redundant. Compare Matt. viii. 5. ix. 27. 
John xy. 2. xviii. 11. So Xenoph. Cyrop. I. 3. 15. wepdcoua 
To TaTTY, aya0ov intéiwy KoaTIoTOE Ov immEdC, GUUMAXElY AUT. 
II. 3. 4. rote pu) OéXovoww Eavtoicg ToooTaTTELy eKkrovElv rayaba, 
a@AAove avroic 6 bed émitaxtnoac Sidwot, See Viger. p. 134, 
Weiske, de Pleonasm. Gir. p. 45. considers the redundance as a 
mere Hebraism. Werstemn, Kurnoet, Exrsner, CaMPBELL, 
RaPHELtus. ; 


Ver. 17. weravocre’ x. 7.2. See on Matt. iii. 2. The same 
had been the proclamation of John the Baptist, urged by the 
same motives. The same also was the injunction of the Apostles 
and their immediate successors, and must ever continue to be 
enforced by the faithful ministers of the Gospel, as the ground- 
work and foundation of true Christianity. 


Ver. 18. dbo adeApobc. Simon and Andrew, formerly inha- 
bitants of Bethsaida, but now of Capernaum, (Mark i. 29.) had 
become our Lord’s disciples upon a former occasion. See John 
i. 41. sqq. The calls given to the disciples at the commence- 
ment of Christ’s ministry seem to have been only temporary; or 
at least, admitting of their ordinary pursuits and occupations : till 
at length twelve were chosen to be with him always, (Mark iii. 13.) 
an expression which plainly implies that till then they had only 
attended him occasionally. From the ready compliance of James 
and John, v. 22. it may be inferred that they also had been pre- 
viously acquainted with him. Theophylact observes: ovrou tov 
Iwavvov éyévoyro pabnrat: Cwvroc Oo: ere Tov "Iwavvov, me0cnA- 
Dov 7@ Xpiorw” we & cidov roy “lwavynv SeomevOévra, TaAw 
iméotospay cic mv dAueutuchy* Kal ovtwe EADdv 6 Xprotd¢ aXtEbee 
avrotc. It seems at least probable that their attendance upon 
Christ was less constant just at the time of John’s imprisonment, - 
as one of the pretexts for his apprehension, mentioned by Jo- 
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sephus, was the danger to be dreaded from the number of his 
disciples. Wuirsy, Macxnicut, Ligntroot. Of the twelve 
Apostles, see Matt. x. 2. 


Ver. 19. aduicg avOpérwv. The meaning of this expression 
is sufficiently clear: it has been supposed that Christ alludes 
to the prophecy in Ezek. xlvii. 10. The following a person, in 
the Jewish phrase, signifies becoming his disciple; hence the 
terms Sevre é7iow pov, in this, and-iKoAobOncav av’re, in the 
next verse. Compare 2 Kings vi. 19, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 23. svvaywyate avtov. Scil. of the Jews settled in Ga- 
lilee. Pronouns demonstrative are frequently referred to words 
implied in a preceding word either from the sense or the compo- 
sition. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 435. Of the Jewish synagogues, 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II]. Part III. Ch. 1. §. 4. The words 
Knotoowy TO evayyéXvov Tice BacAciac are explained above on 
Matt. iii. 2. Between the words vécoc¢ and padakia there is a 
material distinction: the former is a confirmed or chronic dis- 
order, the latter only a temporary malady. Euthym. vécog¢ pév 
gor 1) Xoovia mapatparh Ti¢ TOV GwpuaToc eEewe, padakta og 
aox Xavvwoewe cwpuatoc. Nearly to the same purport is’ the 
Gloss. of Theophylact. 


Ver. 24. SanovriZopévovc. Those which were possessed with 
devils. E. T. It should rather be, by demons ; for though there 
are multitudes of demons, there is but one kar’ 2Eoyiv, the devil. 
See above on Matt. iv. 1. In reference to the former the word 
invariably used is Safwovec or Saudvia. Of these two, however, 
though the diminutive daudva occurs repeatedly, the noun itself 
occurs only five times throughout the N. 'T., viz. once in each of 

_the three first Gospels, in reference to the Gadarene maniac, and 
twice in the Apocalypse. The subject of demoniacal possession 
is briefly touched upon by Mr. Horne, (Introd. Vol. III. p. 476.) 
but as it involves a question which has been more discussed 
than almost any other point of Scripture criticism, it should seem 
advisable to state the arguments somewhat more at length. 


[on THE DZEMONIACS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


The word Aafuwy is applied by the old Greek poets to the Su- 
preme Deity; and by the philosophers to the gods in general, 
and their descendants. Deified heroes also, and the spirits of 
departed friends, were included under the same name. It is 
evident that none of these modifications of the term have any 
affinity with the case in question ; nor, in fact, does the Heathen 
mythology present any idea of damonism, at all analogous with 
that of the Gospels, with one apparent exception, perhaps, in the 
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well-known instance of Socrates. It was the opinion of Cicero,’ 
in which he was preceded by Xenophon and Plutarch, that the 
dzmon of this philosopher was nothing more than an innate prin~ 
ciple of action and disposition, which developed the character of 
its possessor. See Cic. de Div. I. 53. The Jews, however, 
always understood the word in a bad sense. They are also said 
to have attributed several kinds of diseases, and other calamities, 
to the agency of malignant spirits :—a notion which they, in all 
probability, derived from the Chaldeans and other nations around 
them, as it is no where sanctioned in the O. T. Hence it has. 
been affirmed, that the Evangelists, in relating our Saviour’s 
miraculous cures of deemoniacal possession, merely adopted the 
popular language of the time, in the same manner as the term 
‘‘ bewitched,” and others of a similar nature, are used by our- 
selves, without implying any belief in the beings, in whom 
they originated. This argument is supported by the peculiar 
character of the Eastern language, which is in itself highly figu- 
rative and metaphorical; and it is further added, that the daemo- 
niacs in the N. T. discover no symptoms which are not incidental 
to epilepsy and insanity at present. Our Saviour also, it is urged, 
attributes a sort of personal agency to other diseases which he 
cured, as well as to the dzemoniacs. Thus, for instance, he re- 
buked a fever, Luke iv. 39. But against these arguments, which 
are the strongest that are adduced in favour of wnreal possessions, 
the proofs which are alleged in favour of a literal interpretation 
of this important class of our Lord’s miracles, amount almost to 
demonstration. In the first place, the Evangelists affirm in the 
plainest language, that the deemoniacs were possessed with devils; 
and our Lord is represented as addressing them, as separate and 
individual beings, distinct from the bodies of the persons into 
whom they had entered. They are represented as performing 
personal actions, as addressing Christ, and acknowledging his cha- 
racter, his office, and authority, and as passing from one body into 
another. Numbers also are said to take possession of the same 
“object. Neither is it true that our Saviour employs the same terms 
in the removal of these and other diseases ; but makes a constant 
distinction between curing or healing the one, and casting out the 
other. Is it probable, then, that Christ would have combined all 
these striking particulars, for the mere purpose of falling in with 
a popular opinion, which he must have known to be incorrect? 
Surely such a practice would have been wholly inconsistent with 
the dignity of a divine agent; not to mention that the propagation 
of a confessed error would ill suit with the character of inspired 
writers, in a work intended for the spiritual improvement of every 
age and nation of the world. It cannot be objected that daemo- 
niacs were confined to the time of Christ’s ministry, as accounts 
of them are on record both before and after the Gospel era. See 


Joseph. Ant. VII. 2. Iren, II. 2, Just. Mart. Dial. p. 311. The 
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probable reason of their extraordinary power during this period is 
well stated by Mr. Horne.—Wnuitsy, Macxnieut, A. Crarkg, 
Doppripce.—[Merpr, Dopwe tt, Farmer, Werstern, Larp- 
NER, &c. |} 





CHAPTER V. 


ConTENTs :— Commencement of the Sermon on the Mount. 
[Luke vi. 20. sqq. and elsewhere. ] 


Verse 1. sig r6 doc. It is generally supposed that some par- 
ticular mountain, well known in the neighbourhood of Caper- 
naum, is here intended; and Mount Zabor is that which has 
been fixed upon as the most probable. But though the article 
is undoubtedly definite, it does not necessarily direct us either to 
Mount Tabor, or elsewhere. Reland observes, (Palest. Vol. I. 
p. 306.) Judei in Talmude terram suam in tria dividunt, respect 
montium, vallium et camporum. Hence 76 dp0¢ may mean no 
more than the mountain district, as distinguished from the other 
two; in which sense the LXX have so employed the term in. 
Gen. xix. 17. and more clearly in Josh. ii. 22, 23. And, indeed, 
it seems more probable that our Saviour would not have led the 
multitude so far as Mount Tabor, as a part of the ridge lay much 
nearer to Capernaum, and would equally answer the purpose of 
retirement, which he seems to have had in view. MIDDLETON. 
There is a considerable diversity of opinion respecting the iden- 
tity of this discourse with that recorded in Luke vi. 20. sqq. The 
healing of diseases, which is described by St. Luke as imme- 
diately preceding the delivery of the discourse, is stated to have 
taken place in a plain; and the precepts recorded by St. Luke 
form a portion only of those delivered by Christ on the Mount, 
varying in the order in which they are here given, and frequently. 
differing in the turn of the expression. The events preceding 
and following them are differently arranged with respect to the 
time of the discourse, as it stands in the arrangement of the two 
Evangelists respectively. Thus the naming of the Apostles, 
which stands in St. Matthew in chap. x. 1. is recited by St. Luke. 
only a few verses before the commencement of the discourse. 
Still it should seem that the two Evangelists refer to the same 
event. It is recorded by both, that immediately after the sermon 
Christ returned into Capernaum, and healed the servant of a cen- 
turion; a cure which was attended with such remarkable circum- 
stances, that it can hardly be supposed to have been repeated in 
the same city. With respect to the disagreement in the place of . 
delivery, Luke mentions that diseases were healed in the plain, 
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but it is not clear that he records the sermon in the same continued 
context. It may be, that in his way to the mountain, Christ 
stood in the plain, and healed the diseases, and sat down to teach 
upon a more elevated spot. With respect to the portion which 
St. Luke has selected from,the discourse, it seems to be that 
which was more expressly intended for the disciples; an opinion 
which is supported by the altered form in which the beatitudes, 
of which he recites but two, are given:—Blessed are ye, &c. 
The difference of expression is readily attributed to the style of 
writing, peculiar to each historian respectively. Ligutroot, Gro- 
rius, Micuar.is.—[Beprorp, Dopprince.] With respect to 
the subject matter of the sermon on the Mount, it may be consi- 
dered as the most comprehensive and, at the same time, the most 
‘simple epitome, of moral doctrine, which was ever delivered. It 
embodies the whole practice of Christianity. As it was necessary 
that the great articles of faith should be represented by facts 
rather than by words ;—by the incarnation and crucifixion, resur- 
rection and ascension of our great high priest,—these are, of 
course, unnoticed in this discourse. . But he instructed his disci- 
ples in those essential qualifications of a true believer, which are 
not only the ornaments and graces of a Christian life, but the evi- 
dences of that faith which the Gospel requires. The injunctions 
are, in a great measure, directed against particular errors of the 
Jews, and their more immediate reference can only be investigated 
by an acquaintance with the Rabbinical doctrines and writings ; 
but they apply in their general tone and spirit to all ages and 
denominations of Christians. Lightroot, Micwaruis, Lz CuErc. 


Ver. 3. ot arwyot ro wvebuart. In the parallel passage of 
St. Luke, it is simply oi wrwyot. Wetstein would refer the words 
tT) Tvebpare to paKkaoror. But this would evidently violate the 
uniformity of expression observed throughout the beatitudes, even 
if it were clear that the position of the words would admit of such 
a construction. It is, nevertheless, supposed by some, that the 
poor, simply as such, are intended; and Campbell has translated, 
the poor, who repine not ; a rendering, of which the original will 
surely never admit. At all events, it is clear that our Lord never 
intended to attach a blessing to the state of poverty itself, other- 
wise than as humility of condition seemed the most natural source 
of humility of mind. Thus the Gospel is said to be preached 
to the poor, not to the exclusion of the rich, but because they . 
would be less encumbered by the vanities of the world, and there- 
fore more accessible to the plain and simple truths of Christi- 
anity. In like manner the term rich, which is opposed to poor, 
in Luke vi. 24, does not signify the rich without limitation ; but, as 
our Lord himself elsewhere restricts it, it denotes those only who 
trust in riches, and are proud and arrogant in the possession of 
them.. (Mark x. 23, 24.) The connexion between poverty and 
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piety is illustrated in the Latin proverb: Bone mentis soror pau- 
pertas. So also Menander: ast vouiZov® of révntec rev Oedy, 
It seems, then, that St. Luke has recorded the beatitude pre- 
cisely as our Lord recited it; whereas Matthew has explained the 
metaphor by the addition of the words tr mvebmart. With the 
same view he has also added the words rijv dicaroobyny, in v. 6. 
as an explanation of the metaphor contained in the expression, 
mewovrec kal Oupovtec. The article in ro mvebdmare is used in 
the sense of the possessive pronoun; as also in rj xapdia, inv. 8, 
A similar form is Zéwv ro rvedpari, Acts xviii. 25. The text, 
moreover, exactly corresponds with the Hebrew, MN baw, She- 
pal Ruach, which the LXX translate oAryéPuxoe, in Isaiah Wii. 
15. The Jewish Rabbins have some good sayings on the dispo- 
sition recommended in this text: among others, that of Rabbi 
Chanina: Why are the words of the law compared to water ; 
because, as waters flow from heights, and settle in low places, 
so the words of the law rest only with him whois of a humble 
heart. Wurrsy, A, CrarKe, &c.—[Grorius, WETSTEIN, Camp- 
BELL.| The expression BaowWsia rev ovpavwr, in this passage, 
embraces both the significations noticed on Matt. iii. 2. 


Ver. 4. of revOovvrec. Those who mourn; scil. after a godly 
sorrow unto repentance. This beatitude, as well.as the last, will 
be illustrated by a comparison with 2 Cor, vii. 10, Of the verb 
mapakéxAno0a, see on John xiv. 16. 


Ver. 5. of moasic. The meek. It was this character which 
our Lord inculcated above all others in his followers; and it 
seems to combine those dispositions of gentleness, inoffensiveness, 
and forgiveness, which are recommended in almost every page of 
the N. T. as the proper feelings with which we ought to meet 
our fellow-men. In this respect it is distinct from the first beati- 
tude, which seems to relate more especially to the relation in 
which we stand to God; and hence it probably arises, that the 
blessing assigned to this Christian grace is primarily an earthly, 
as that of the former was a heavenly one. ‘The promise of inhe- 
riting the earth, is cited from Psalm xxvii. 11. where the refer- 
ence is undoubtedly to the possession of the promised land of 
Canaan, which is repeatedly called yi in Scripture. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 1. Inasmuch, however, as the earthly 
Canaan was a type of heaven, the beatitude also points to a spi- 
ritual, no less than to a temporal, inheritance. Wuirsy, BEAv- 


SOBRE. 


Ver. 6. of wewavrec x. t. X. This beatitude refers to those 
who have formed such a habit of piety in their minds, that it acts 
spontaneously like their appetites. The metaphor employed. 
needs no explanation, being of frequent occurrence in writers of 
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all ages and nations. Inthe Scriptures it occurs in Psalm xvii. 
15. Isaiah xii. 17. li. 1. Ixv. 13. John vii. 387. and elsewhere. 
So Phil. Jud. de Allegor. Aywov aperiic. Xenoph. Cyr. IV. 6. 
7. ty bytv obo xapiZeoBar. VILL. 3. 16. reavioac yonuarwv. 
Virg. Ain. III. 57. Aurt sacra fames. Horat. Epist. f. 18. 23. 
Quem tenet argenti sitis importuna famesque. Cic. Tusc. IV. 
17. sitienter expectabo. The verbs revav and dupay are found 
with an accusative in the LXX, as also in Philo and Josephus ; 
but there is no classical authority for the usage. Ginprn, Gro- 
tius, Kurnort. The verb xopréZeo8a, which is properly 
used in relation to brutes, is sanctioned in its present usage 
by Arrian. Epiet. I. 9. dre xopraoOnre ofpepov, KaOnabe Kdai- | 
ovrec Tepl TH avpiov, THDEv paynre. Meander ap. Athen. XV. 
14. dmeveykdtw pov tiv teamsay, ikavoc Kksxdptwoua yao. 
Hence Priscian. Init. Gram. XVIII. p. 103. notices the follow- 
ing Attic forms: xopraw oe dot, yopTalw ot dprov, éxooTdo- 
Onv worXoi¢ aryabote. WETSTEIN, ELsNER, KypKe.—|[GarTa- 
KER. | 


Ver. 7. 2XenOhoovrat. Shall obtain mercy; scil. from God in 
the day of judgment ; though the beatitude may also involve the 
promise of similar merciful treatment from our fellow-men. Com- 
pare Matt. v. 45. vi. 14. Mark xi. 25. James ii. 13. Eceles. 
xxviii. 2. Under the idea of mercy, the Jews included the pardon 
of injuries, and alms-giving. In the tract Shabbath, p. 151. 
there is a saying very like this of our Lord; He who shews 
mercy to men, God will shew mercy to him; but to him who 
_shews no mercy to man, God will shew no mercy. The English 
reader will immediately remember that beautiful delineation of 
mercy, inferior only to inspiration, in our immortal Shakspeare : 
Merchant of Venice, Act. lV. Sc. I. Grotius, Beausopre, A. 
CLARKE. 


Ver. 8. of kabapot 7H kapdia. The pure in heart. This is di- 
rected against the Pharisees, who affected outward purity, and laid 
great stress upon the constant washings and cleansings, in which 
their religion principally consisted. God, says Origen, has no 
body, and, therefore, ts invisible ; but men of contemplation can 
discern him with the heart and understanding. But a defiled 
heart cannot see God; and he must be pure, who wishes to enjoy 
a proper view of a pure Being. A similar remark is made by 
Seneca: Nat. Quest. Lib. I. Malo caruisse, animum preparat 
ad cognitionem Dei, dignumque efficit, qui in consortium Dei 
veniat. So again, Epist. 87. Animus nisi purus et sanctus Deum 
non capit. ‘The expression rov Ocbv drreoar may, however, be 
an Hebraism, signifying to possess God; i. e. to enjoy his feli- 
city, especially in the life to come. For to see a thing was used 
among the Jews for possessing it. Compare Psalm xvi. 10. 
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John iii. 3. 16. and see Isaiah xxxiii. 15. sqq. Possibly our 
Lord alludes to the advantages possessed by those who were 
legally pure, of entering into the sanctuary, from which those 
who had contracted any legal defilement were excluded. This 
was obviously typical of admission into the presence of God. 
Bravsospre, Micuaenis, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 9. viot Ocov KAnOhoovra. Shall be called ; i.e. shall be, 
the sons of God. See on Matt. i. 16. God is called the Father 
of Peace in Rom. xv. 20. 2 Cor, xiii. 11. and elsewhere fre- 
quently in the Epistles. Hence, those who cultivate the dispo- 
sition here recommended, imitate God in this respect, and are, 
therefore, represented as his children ;—as those, whom he will 
love with a father’s affection, and bless with everlasting peace in 
heaven. The cionvoroiot, however, are not merely those who 
are peaceably inclined themselves, and of a pacific and forgiving 
disposition, but they endeavour also to promote peace among 
others. The word itself does not occur elsewhere, either in the 
LXX or the N. T. but the cognate verb cionvomouety, occurs in 
Col. i. 20. where, from the context, it evidently signifies to re- 
concile those at variance, to make peace. Etymology also, and 
classical usage, concur in affixing this sense to the word. Iso- 
crat. de Pace: gnyi o2 xonvat TrovioOa Tijv ciohvny Tedc¢ amav- 

-rac avOodrove. Pollux, I. 152. epi cvuppaywy cipnvoTowy 
kal ToAguootwy. Compare also Xenoph, Hellen. VI. 3.4. So 
it is likewise explained by Chrysostom. Indeed, if nothing more 
were intended, than those who were peaceably disposed, this 
beatitude would nearly coincide with the third; whereas, though 
closely related, they are certainly distinct. Gnrorrus, Wuitsy, 
CaMPBELL, KurnorLt,—[ WALL. | 


Ver. 10. paxdproe of Seduwypévor x. 7. X. Sol Pet. iii. 14, 
GAN a kat racxorre Std Sxavoobvyv, paxdgror. The word oi- 
xe is rendered by Beza, in its well known forensic sense, judi- 
cio persequi ; in reference to the judicial informations with which 
the early Christians were incessantly persecuted. But it seems 
rather to signify, in this verse at least, venart, exagitare. Thu- 
eyd. 1. 137. waépeyu StwKdpmevog vo Tov “EAAfvev Ola THY oY 
gittay. The persecution here mentioned, includes all outward 
acts of violence; such as martyrdom, imprisonment, and the 
like. In the next verse our Lord alludes to the persecution 
of the tongue; as slander, reviling, ridicule, &c. so that dw- 
xew may there include its /egal acceptation. In Clem. Alex. 
Strom. LV. 6. there are three various readings of the conclusion 
of this beatitude: 1. re avrot Zoovra réAno. 2 dre £Eovar 
romov -6rov ov SwyAhcovra. 3. Gre avrot viol Ozov KAnOf- 
sovra. The two first are, probably, the substitutions of some 
injudicious copyist, in order to remove the supposed inelegance 
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of ayepetition; and the latter clearly arose from a confusion of 
this verse with the preceding. Grotrus, Micnarnis, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 13. ipsic tore rb GXace rice vie’ «. 7. X. For the meaning 
of this passage see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 665. Maundrell, 
in his Travels, speaking of the Valley of Salt, states that he 
tasted some, which had been exposed to the atmosphere, and had 
entirely lost its savour. It is probable, however, that our Lord 
here alludes to. a bituminous and fragrant species of salt, generated 
at the Lake Asphaltitis; great quantities of which were thrown 
by the priests over the sacrifices, to counteract the smell of the 
burning flesh, and to hasten its consumption. This substance, 
however, was easily damaged by exposure to the atmosphere; 
and the portion of it thus rendered unfit for the purpose to 
which it was ordinarily applied, was strewed upon the pavement 
of the temple, to prevent slipping in wet weather. A. CLARKE, 
ScHoETTGEN. With respect to the construction, the verb aAc-+ 
Ojoera must be referred to &éXac, as a nominative: How (év rivt; 
sc. todmw,) shall it, i.e. the salt, recover its savour. In the 
parallel passage, Mark ix. 50. the precept is differently modelled ; 
and the verb pwpatvecOa is there supplied by its equivalent 
dvaXov yevécOa. This use of the word, which is derived from 
Leooc, foolish, is analogous to that of the adjective fatuus, in 
Latin, which is applied to food in the sense of insipid: Martial. 
Epigr. XIII. 101. fatua beta. XI. 32. 8. fatua placenta: 
Hence both: the Greek and Latin terms correspond exactly with 
the Hebrew 95N, which signifies both foolish and unsavoury: 
Compare Job i, 22. vi. 6. xxiv. 12. Jerem. xxiii. 13. Lament. 
ii, 14,. Licgurroot, Kurnoet. 


Ver. 14. 75 p&¢ rod Kéopov. The light of the world; i. e. 
the instruments, whereby God has chosen to illuminate the minds 
of men, and to enlighten the world by the publication of the 
Gospel. The title oby 3, ner olam, i. e. light of the world, 
was one which the Rabbis arrogated to themselves; and from 
them transferred by Christ to his own disciples. It was also one 
of the designations of the Messiah, so that Christ may be under= 
stood to mean: Ye have heard that the Messiah is called the 
“ Light of the world,” as indeed he is: but I say unto you, that 
ye are also so: and, therefore, as a city, &c. The first part 
of the simile, which runs through the two following verses, was 
probably suggested to our Lord by the city Bethulia, situate a 
few points to the north of Mount Tabor, and distinctly visible 
from the spot where the sermon was delivered. In the next 
verse, the verb xalev, signifying properly wrere, is used in the 
sense of accendere. The proper expression would have been 
Abxvov dwrev, as in Luke viii. 16. The other form, however; 
1s not unsupported by classical authority. Xenoph. Hellen. VI. 


- 
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5 pév Abyvoe Exalero. Artemid. II. 9. Adyvoe S? Kadevoe ev 
oikia. Aauwodc. Themist. Orat. 4. ra Adxyva Kalovrec. The 
modius, (bushel, K.'T.) was a measure, both among the Greeks 
and Romans, containing, in fact, a little less than an English 
peck; but it is clear that nothing here depends upon the capa- 
city of the measure. It appears from Fulgentius, (Mythol. III. 
6.) that those who had bad designs, frequently concealed a lamp 
under a modius, or elsewhere, that they might have light at hand, 
when the time arrived for the execution of their purpose. In the 
last clause of the simile, v. 16. the more classical form would 
have been iddvree d0F4owor; not to mention that the verb do&4- 
Zew signifies opinari, sentire, rather than laudare. The latter 
meaning, however, is sanctioned by Diodorus Siculus, Polybius, 
and other writers. Lastly, it is observable that the word g¢de, 
is transferred, by an easy change in the metaphor, from the 
teachers themselves, to the doctrine which they delivered. A. 
CxiarRKE, WETSTEIN, KuINoEL, Kypkrt, SCHOETTGEN, &c. The 
article is inserted before uddvoy and Avyviav, upon the principle 
of monadic nouns; as one only of each would probably be found 
ina house. MippLeron, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 17. xaraXvou tov vopov. In St. Paul’s Epistles the 
word vdpoe is used in various senses, but in the Gospels and the 
Acts it always means the Law of Moses. See on Rom. ii. 13. 
That the Mosaic dispensation was introductory to that of the 
Gospel; see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 429. VI. Judaism was 
never intended to have been of perpetual obligation, but to give 
place to the Gospel as soon as it had answered the purposes: for 
which it was originally designed. It is to be considered as a 
portion of one great scheme of Revelation, every part of which, 
like the parts of a well-constructed-machine, is admirably calcu- 
lated to answer its destined end. But though the introduction 
of Christianity abolished, as a natural consequence, the external 
forms and ceremonies of the Jewish law, it is evident from the 
whole tenor of the sacred writings, that while the ceremonial 
law alone was repealed, the moral precepts are still of perpetual 
obligation. It is not to be supposed, indeed, that an all-wise 
God would have prescribed a law, considered as a rale of life, 
under one dispensation, which should be at variance with his 
established regulations under another. Now the verbs caradvoat 
and wAnowcat, which are here opposed to each other, evidently 
signify to render inefficient and efficient respectively. This is 
the sense which the context requires, and it is sanctioned by the 
usage of various authors. Thucyd. VIII. 76: rove warpiove v6- 
pove Karadboarrac. Heliod. AAthiop. V. 15. xaradbee rov 
véuov Tov AnoToLKOv. Philost. Vit. Apollon. c. ‘40. vdpove piv 
xaradiecOa.. The simple verb Ave is used infra v. 19. ina 
less extensive sense than the compound. So in Latin, solvere. 
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Q. Curt. X. 2. 5. solvendarum legum id principium esse een- 
sebant. Liv. VIII. 7. disciplinam militarem solvisti. Compare 
also John xi. 35. With respect to the verb wAnowoar, its sense 
is sufficiently marked by the opposition. See also Matt. iii. 15. 
Acts xiii. 27. Rom. xiii. 8. Gal. v. 14. vi. 2. So Herod. I. 
199. dcmAjoa Tov vduov. Hence it is inferred, that the moral 
law alone is here intended, the precepts of which our Lord ex- 
alted into a higher degree of excellence, and freed from the 
false glosses and erroneous interpretations of the Scribes and 
Pharisees. It is to be observed, however, that in answering 
the types, and ‘fulfilling the prophecies, He perfected also the 
ceremonial law: the retention of which was absolutely unneces- 
sary, after that the shadow of the things which it represented 
was supplied by the substance. Wuirsy, Hammonp, Licut- 
FOOT, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 18. apy. Verily. This word, which is Hebrew, is 
either affirmative or precative: in the former sense it is equi- 
valent to the Greek aAn$éc, and so it is rendered in Jer. xxviii. 
6. LXX. Compare Matt. xvi. 28. with Luke ix. 27. In the 
latter sense it is rendered yévorro. Thus the five books of 
Psalms, according to the Hebrew division, end each with Amen, 
Amen; which the LXX translate yévoiro, yévoiro; and the 
Latins fiat, fiat. Suidas: auhv' adnBec, 7} avr rov yévorro. In 
reference to the proper signification of the word, our Saviour is 
called tHE AMEN; the true and faithful witness, Rev. iii. 14. 
Grotius, Catmet. The expression éwe av rapéXOy k. 7. X. is 
proverbial, denoting an impossibility, as in Matt. xxiv. 35. 
Mark xiii. 31. Luke xvi. 17. xxi. 3. Compare Psal. lxxii. 7. 
Isaiah liv. 10. Jerem. xxxiii. 20. So Dion. Halicarn. VI. 95. 
‘Pwuatore kal Taig Aaretvwv méXEow aTasae ciohyn mooe aAXdi- 
Aoig EoTw, mEXoLG av ovpavde TE kal yi THY a’THY oTdow EXwol. 
Grotius, WETSTEIN. 

Ibid. iwra tv 7} ula xépaa. The iota, or Hebrew yod (°), was 
the smallest letter in the alphabet, and thence it was sometimes 
employed by the Jews to denote a short precept of the law. 
The xéoaa, or tittle, has been supposed by some to denote the 
vowel points of the language; but, not to mention that these are 
supposed to have been introduced at a much later period, it is 
_ amply proved, by several passages in the Rabbinical writers, that 
it refers to the apices, or small points, which distinguish several 
of the Hebrew letters from each other. In Shir Hashirim 
Rabba are these words: Should all the inhabitants of the earth 
gather together in order to whiten one feather of a crow, they could 
not succeed; so if all the inhabitants of the earth should unite to 
abolish one () yod, which is the smallest letter in the whole law, 
they would not be able to effect it. In Vayikra Rabba, §. 19. 
it is said: Should any person, in the words of Deut. vi. 4. 
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Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is (19, achad,) one Lord 
change the 7 into a he would ruin the world ; because the ward 
WIN, achar, signifies a false God. Again: Should any one, in 
the words of Exod. xxxiv. 14. Thou shalt worship no (ANN, 
achar,) other God, change the \ into at, he would ruin the 
world ; because the commandment would then run thus: thou 
shalt not worship the only, i. e. the true God. These instances, 
selected from a variety of a similar nature, are sufficient to ex- 
plain the import of the passage. Our Lord asserts the eternal 
obligation of the moral law, the precepts of which he enforced in 
their strictest sense, and explained them (v. 21. sqq.) as extending 
to purity of thought, as well as innocence of action. Licurroor, 
A. CLARKE, SCHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 19. rev ivrodwv robrwv toy édaxlorwv. The Pharisees 
were remarkable for making distinctions between weightier and 
lighter matters of the law; and for giving loose interpretations 
to the precepts contained in it. They had distorted the meaning 
of many passages in the O. T., according to their own notions 
of easy morality; and the sanction of the Scribes, who belonged 
chiefly to their own sect, and whose decisions were esteemed 
weighty, even above the words of the law itself, had enabled 
them to give to their pretended’ sanctity a faint shadow of con- 
formity-with the precepts of the Levitical code. In the Jeru- 
salem Talmud, p. 3, 2. is the following declaration: The words 
of the Scribes are lovely above the words of the law; for the 
words of the law are weighty and light, but the words of the 
Scribes are all weighty. Hence, therefore, and from the tenets 
of the Scribes and Pharisees, as explained in Horne’s Intro- 
duction, the import of our Lord’s denunciation against them in 
this and the following verse, is sufficiently apparent. The hing- 
dom of heaven may here mean the Christian Church; and those 
whom he describes as being greatest and least therein, are those 
professors of his religion, who do, or do not, respectively act up 
to their profession. The meaning, however, may also extend to 
the Church, in its state of glory inheaven. Mackxnicut, WuirTsy, 
‘Grorttus. It is evident that the verb Adey, in this verse, is less 
extensive in signification than the compound xaradvey, v. 17. 
The verb here opposed to Ave is woretv, which fixes the sense 
of each verb respectively to simple neglect of, and obedience to, 
the precepts in question. CAMPBELL. The positive adjective 
péyac is here put for the superlative péytoroc, in opposition to 
éAaXLoTOS, In the preceding clause. This is a very familiar Hebra- 
ism; (compare Nehem. vill. 17. 1 Sam. viii. 14. Matt. xx. 26.) 
but it is not exclusively so. Soph. Ant. 72. caddév poe rovro 
motobsy Oaveiv. Schol. evkAséatarov. Diodorus has peyaAny 
Baorélav for peylotny, p. 544. B. Munrut, Kurnorr. Of 
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the omission of rig duaocbvnc before tov yoauparéwy Kat ®, 
in v. 20. see my note on I]. P. 51. 


Ver. 21. rotc apxaiou. E. T. By, and in the margin, To them 
of old time; i. e. those who lived under the patriarchal and 
Jewish dispensations. See Gen. ix. 6. Exod. xx. 13. Many 
commentators are in favour of the latter rendering, as in 2 Sam. 
y. 6. LXX. 266é0n r@ Aafid. Compare also Rom. iv. 12. 26. 
Gal. iii. 16. Rev. ix. 4. vi. 11. At the same time the dative is 
frequently used instead of the genitive with io or dia. Dion. 
Halic. A. R. II. p. 103. we eipnrat por medrepov. It is highly 
probable also, that the passage corresponds with the common 
Talmudic expression, Diwerunt majores nostri. SCHLEUSNER, 
ScHoETTGEN, Kurnoet, Patarret.—[CampBELL, RosENMUL- 
LER, Dopprivce.| Kypke and Kuinoel understand the of ap- 
xavot to be the Jewish teachers immediately preceding the Gospel 
age, during the period in which the spirit of the moral law had 
been most shamefully perverted. There is no doubt that our 
Lord alludes to these corruptions; in opposition to which he 
pointed out the true scope and intention of the law, which had 
been made of none effect by their traditions. This is evident 
from the transgression in question being amenable 77 kpice, to 
the Judgment, i. e. to one of the inferior courts of judicature 
among the Jews; probably that which consisted of twenty-three 
judges; of which, and of the Council or Sanhedrim, 7@ ovvedolw, 
mentioned in the next verse, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. Ch. 
III. Sect. I. §. 3. Moreover, the words jjxovcate dre 266¢0n 
can scarcely apply to a written law; so that the opposition is not 
between the precept of the law and the Gospel, but between our 
Saviour’s explanation of the law, and that of the Jewish doctors, 
which they pretended to have derived from Moses by tradition. 
Lieutroot, Wuitsy, Grotius, Macknicut. 


Ver, 22. rw adeApy adtov. That is, with any one. Compare 
Gen. xxvi. 21. Joel.ii. 8. The Jewish Church consisted of two 
denominations of men; viz. brethren, or Israelites, who were all 
of one blood; and neighbours, or proselytes. Thus, every 
Israelite was called N12 33, Ben Berith, a son of the covenant. 
This distinction is removed under the Gospel, under which we 
are all brethren. Grotius, Licurroot, Macxnicut. The ad- 
verb cixi) is wanting in the Vatican MS. and two others, in 
several versions, and in Justin M., Origen, and Tertullian. 
Hence it has been supposed by some to be merely a marginal 
gloss, which, by degrees, has found its way into the text. The 
word, however, is found in the Syriac, and most of the ancient 
MSS., supported by the authority of Irenzeus, Cyprian, Chry- 
sostom, and others of the early fathers. Besides, as all anger is 
not unlawful, but only that which is cawseless or émmoderate, to 
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which restriction the adverb pertains, the sense evidently re- 
quires its insertion. Grorius, Wuirsy, Bravsosre.—[Mrtt, 
A. Crarke. ] 

Ibid. paxa. Heb. AP, from p%, rak, to be empty. 'The word 
is a term of great reproach among the Jews, signifying @ person 
of weak understanding, and consummate vanity. In the ensu- 
ing clause, the idea attached to the word fwos is evidently 
intended to rise a degree higher in reproach and malevolence. 
Hence it has been conjectured, that it is not the Greek Mwode, 
but the Hebrew 7D, rebellious apostate, which is here in- 
tended; and which was expressive among the Jews of the most 
aggravated guilt. Ligurroor, A. CLARKE. 

Ibid, rhv yéevvav Tot wupdc. The Gehenna of fire. E. T. 
Hellfire. The word yéevva is composed of two Hebrew words, 
DIT N3, gia Hinnom, i. e. the valley of Hinnom, a place near 
Jerusalem, mentioned in Josh. xv. 8. where the LXX have gic 
papayya Evvéu. It was here that children were sacrificed by 
fire to Moloch, the Canaanitish idol; whence the place was also 
called Tophet, which signifies a drum, from the noise which was 
raised by that instrument, in order to drown the cries of the help- 
less victims: 2 Kings xxiii. 10. From these barbarities the 
place became in time to be considered as an emblem of the place 
of torment, reserved for the punishment of the wicked in a future 
state; and in this sense the word yéevva is used invariably, or, 
at least, with no decisive exception in the N. T. ‘In the O.T. it 
is not so mentioned, and, accordingly, the word yeévva does 
not occur in the LXX, but the Hebrew is literally rendered as 
above. In Joshua xviii. 16. the MSS. vary between yalevvou 
and yaievva. The Targums employ the word in the sense of 
Hell, on Ruth ii. 12. Psalm cxl. 12. Gen. iii. 24, and elsewhere. 
Licutroot, CAMPBELL. Mr. Hewlett, however, supposes that 
the word is here employed in its literal sense, without any refer- 
ence to its metaphorical meaning. Our Lord has mentioned 
three gradations of crime, and annexed to each its appropriate 
punishment. In the two former cases the punishments are tem- 

poral, and such only as the judicial tribunals, which were now 
deprived of the power of life and death, could award. Hence 
Mr. Hewlett infers, from the analogy of our Saviour’s reasoning, 
that the punishment annexed to the last crime would also be of a 
temporal nature; more particularly as the offence can only be 
considered as an abuse of speech, like the preceding, though in a 
more aggravated form. It is to be observed, however, that our 
Lord is speaking with reference to the law respecting murder, 
and that the consequences of anger, attended with abuse of 
speech, may lead eventually to crimes of the deepest dye; so as 
to bring the sinner into imminent danger of the divine vengeance. 
In the two preceding cases also, it is possible that Christ intended 
to intimate a certain analogy between the tribunal of the Jewish 
F2 
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courts and that of our heavenly Judge. At all events, the con- 
nexion of the declaration with the succeeding admonitions evi- 
dently points to this interpretation of the word; at the same time 
that forgiveness is offered upon reconciliation with the injured 
party. The necessity of a peaceable disposition is first enforced 
by the assurance that God will not accept the offerings made to 
him, in compliance with the Levitical law of restitution, unless 
such compliance proceeds from the heart; and the exhortation is 
then enforced by the consideration of what is reckoned prudent 
in ordinary law-suits. The import of the precept contained in 
the two following verses is fully explained in Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 392. 


Ver, 25. tv ri 68. Heinec. Antiq. Rom. IV. 6. 18. Sole- 
bant etiam reus et actor nonnunquam transigere in via, et tunc 
quoque dimittebatur, qui in jus fuerat vocatus. The Romanists 
have pressed this passage into their service, for the purpose of 
supporting the doctrine of purgatory. For the true interpreta- 
tion of it, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 596. and for a full 
account of the judicial terms employed in it, the reader will 
consult the second part of the same work; Vol. III. Ch. 3. 
Sect. I. The quadrans (kodpdvrnc) was a Roman coin, value 
about three half~pence. 


Ver. 27. ob porxsboac. This precept the Rabbis interpreted 
literally, as merely forbidding to lie with another man’s wife : 
and it appears from the Targum on Ewod. xx. 13. that they 
were very loose moralists in this respect. Our Lord there- 
fore asserts, that it is not only the act, but the wnchaste desire 
also,—the adulterous eye, as it is called, 2 Pet. ii. 14. which is 
included in the precept. The verb éwiOuusiv, in this sense, is 
sanctioned by Herod. I. 216. ripe yao emriOuuhoe yuvatkoc Mao- 
cayérne avije juoyéra adewc. M. Antonin. c. 1. raérny idwv, 
treBiunoev avric. It is to be observed, that our Lord here 
speaks of married women : the words poryedey and porxeta being 
used chiefly in this sense. See on v. 82. The word yuvi is 
limited to the sense of yux7) adXorpiain Clem. Alex. Strom. VII. 
13. Theoph. ad Austol. III. 18. Origen. Hom. in Gen. i. 17. 
It may be curious to subjoin a few passages from heathen writers 
of a somewhat similar character with the precept of our Lord. 
fflian. H. V. XIV. 28. od udvov 6 adikhaac Kakdc, a\Ad Kat 6 
évvohoac adicijoat. Juven. Sat. XIII. 208. Has patitur poenas 
peccandi sola voluptas; Nam scelus intra se tacitum qui cogitat 
ullum, Facti crimen habet. Senec. de Ira, I. 3. Injuriam qui 
facturus est, jam facit. Epist. 51. Projice, quecunque cor 
tuum lanient ; que, si aliter extrahi nequirent, cor ipsum cum 
zs revellendum erat. In the following verses there is allusion 
to the amputation of diseased members of the body, in order to 
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prevent the spreading of the complaint. By the offending eye, 
and the offending hand, are evidently meant the eye of concu- 
piscence, and the hand of violence, which it is necessary to re- 
strain by a powerful resolution, lest the gratification of impure 
desires endanger our salvation. Jhis, says Chrysostom, is a 
mild and easy precept ;—it would have been much more hard to 
have been commanded to gaze familiarly upon women, and then 
to abstain from impure connexion with them. The Rabbins have 
a saying similar to this of our Lord’s: It zs better to be scorched 
with a little fire in this world, than to be burned with a devouring 
fire in the next. The verb cxavédadiZav signifies, to put a 
stumbling block in one’s way ; from cxaveadov, a stumbling block, 
or as it is explained by Suidas, atrap. Judith v. 1. LXX. £0n- 
kav év Tole Tedlorg ckavdada. — Hence, to tempt, to lead astray, 
to cause to offend. Wnuirsy, Licurroot, Macxnicut, Kut- 
NOEL. 


Ver. 31. anocrdcwv. A writing of divorce. The following is 
a common form of such a document; On the day of the week 
, in the month , in the year , from the beginning 
of the world, according to the common computation in the pro- 
vince of ; I, N. the son of N. by whatever name I am 
called, of the city , with entire consent of mind, and without 
any compulsion, have divorced, dismissed, and expelled thee, M. 
the daughter of M., by whatever name thou art called, of the 
city , who wast heretofore my wife ; but now I have dismissed 
thee :—thee, I say, M., the daughter of M., by whatever name 
thou art called, of the city ; so as to be free, and at thy own 
disposal, to marry whomsoever thou pleasest, without any hind- 
rance from any one, from this day for ever. Thou art there- 
fore free for any man. Let this be thy title of divorce from 
me, a writing of separation and expulsion, according to the law 
of Moses and Israel.—This writing was sealed with the hus- 
band’s seal, and signed by two witnesses.—Of the reason which 
rendered this indulgence necessary, and the shameful abuse 
which was made of it by the Jews, see Horne’s Introduction, 
Vol. III. p. 428. ; and of the controversy between the schools of 
Schammai and Hillel, on the subject of divorce, see ibid. p. 376. 
The grand subject of dispute was the word NY, oruth, rendered 
uncleanness, in Deut. xxiv. 1. which Shammai held to mean 
whoredom; and Hillel, any defect whatever, whether of person 
or disposition. When, upon another occasion, (Matt. xix. 3.) 
our Lord was consulted upon this subject, with the secret inten- 
tion of eliciting from him an offensive answer, he first enforced 
the solemn obligation of the marriage contract, by a reference to 
its original institution ; and upon the law of Moses being ebjected 
in reply, he limited the license of divorce, by a repetition of the 


precept which he has here delivered. 
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Ver, 32. mapexrdc Adyou Topvetac. E. T. saving for the 
cause of fornication. Kuinoel considers Aéyou to be redundant, 
and analogous to the Hebrew 137 5y, which is put for oY. Com- 
pare 2 Mace. iii. 6. Tob. xii. 6. There is considerable differ- 
ence of opinion with respect to this clause of exception; some 
interpreting the word opvsta, of fornication before marriage ; 
others of adultery; and others of vice generally. The more 
general opinion is that which understands the term of adultery, 
properly so called. But the word employed in this sense 
throughout the N. T. is povyeta, and there are several passages 
in which povysla is distinguished from wopvefa in such a manner, 
that if the two words be equivalent, one of them would be most 
unnecessarily redundant. ‘Thus in 1 Cor. vi. 10. where Schleus- 
ner remarks that ropvol a porxyot diserte distinguuntur. Com- 
pare also Matt. xv. 19. Mark vii. 21. Gal. v. 19. Heb. xiii. 4. 
Hence commentators have imagined wogveta stands for a class of 
crimes, of which povxela is a particular offence. Thus Selden 
affirms, that it is equivalent to NY, oruth, and was used by 
our Lord in reference to Deut. xxiv. 1. But it was the object of 
our Lord not to confirm but to restrict the abused law of divorce. 
Mr. Morgan, in his elaborate appendix to his work on Marriage, 
Adultery, and Divorce, has thoroughly investigated the meaning 
of the word by a careful examination of the passages in which it 
occurs, not only in the N. T. and the LXX, but in Josephus, 
Philo, and the early fathers. The result of this examination is, 
that woovela, in its primary acceptation, and in accordance with 
its derivation, rapa ro wéppw veda, given by Suidas after Theo- 
doret and Athanasius, signifies religzous apostacy or idolatry ; 
and thence any specific act of idolatry, and more especially the 
intermarriage of a Jew with an idolatrous Gentile. Schleusner, 
among other interpretations of the word, includes éncest ; a no- 
tion which the Jews extended to all intermarriages with heathen 
or strange women, as they were called. Hence the same lexico- 
grapher explains one text, Tod. iv. 13. de conjugio cum muliere 
aliena, i. e. Gentili. Such marriages are expressly forbidden in 
Exod, xxxiv. 12. 15, 16. Deut. vii. 1—4. and the violation of 
the commandment, during the captivity at Babylon, was a source 
of the deepest affliction to Ezra and Nehemiah, who considered it 
in the light of a rejection of God’s covenant. Adultery, in fact, 
was a capital crime; and therefore our Lord can scarcely be sup- 
posed to have ordained a divorce against those, who were to be 
strangled to death. The question is undoubtedly one of consi- 
derable difficulty, and those, who would wish to enter deeply into 


its merits, will find it amply and ably discussed in the work above 
referred to. 


Ver. 33. ovK emiookhosc. Levit. xix. 12. The morality of 
the Jews on this point was truly execrable. They maintained 
10 
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that a man might swear with his lips, and annul the oath in the 
same moment with his heart; a doctrine below the standard even 
of heathen rectitude. See Hom. Il. I. 312. They held also that 
oaths are obligatory according to the nature of the thing by which ' 
a man swears; asserting that the law, which our Saviour here 
cites, referred to those oaths only which were of a binding nature. 
Instances of this distinction, which they made between oaths 
that were and were not binding, are expressly cited and con- 
demned by our Lord in Matt. xxiii. 16. and the injunction here 
given against swearing by Heaven, by Jerusalem, &c. is in rela- 
tion to a variety of frivolous adjurations which were constantly 
in their mouths. Numberless forms of these oaths are to be 
met with in their writings. Maimonides observes that it was 
customary with them to swear by the creatures; and that if any 
man swore by the Harth, by Heaven, by the Sun, &c. although 
the mind of the swearer be under these words to swear by him 
who created them, yet this was not an oath. The Mischna as- 
serts, that if any man adjures another by Heavenor Earth, his 
oath is not binding ; but of he adjure him by the Almighty, or any 
other title of God, then his oath was binding. This doctrine is 
also recognised by Philo, de Legg. Spec. p. 770. Ed. Par. 
Martial seems to allude to this as a notorious opinion of the 
Jews, Epig. II. 95. Ecce negas, jurasque mihi per templa To- 
nantis: Non credo: Jura, Verpe, per Anchialum. 'The word 
Anchialus is supposed to be formed from the Hebrew name of 
God; so that the oath proposed was of all others the most so- 
lemn and binding. Their judicial oaths were always in the 
name of God, Exod. xxii. 10. To these, therefore, our Lord’s 
prohibition evidently does not extend. See Deut. vi. 13. Heb. 
vi. 16. Under the following reference the student will find a 
variety of Pagan adjurations not unlike those of the Jews. Apoll. 
Rhod. I. 699. Virg. Ain. IX. 300. 429. XII. 176. 197. Ovid, 
Trist. V. 4. 45. Catull: LXVII. 40. Juven. Sat. VIII. 106. 
Horat. Od. II. 8. 5. Wutrsy, Licurroot, ScHorTTcEN, A, 
CLARKE, MAcCKNIGHT. 


Ver. 34. Opdvoc ort rod cov. Herod. IV. 68. rac dé Pact- 
Aniac iotlag vdpog VKbOyor ra padwora gor opvovar TOTE, eTreav 
rov péyotor boxov @édrwor ouvova. This passage will farther 
serve to illustrate the proper classical government of the verb 
éuvovat, which is regularly followed by an accusative, as in 
James v. 12. So again in Soph. Menalip. fr. “Ouvupu & isoov 
aiféo’, oiknow Adc. “The preposition éy Is added Hebraice. 
Compare Gen. xxii. 16. Jos. ii. 12. Inv. 35. zig is substituted 
for év, as in Matt. ii. 23. The inference which our Lord would 
here establish is, the solemn obligation of oaths of every descrip- 
tion, and the consequent impiety of employing them in common 
conversation, and upon every trifling occasion. In swearing by 
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God’s inanimate creatures, who are incapable of witnessing or 
avenging perjury, we are no less guilty of the crime, and no less 
amenable to punishment. The oath is a virtual appeal to the 
Creator himself, who is the Lord of Heaven and Earth, and all 
things therein: not to mention that the oath implies a solemn 
imprecation, that we may be deprived of the benefits we derive 
from those creatures, by which we rashly swear. The expres- 
sions employed in this and the following verse are from Isaiah 
Ixvi. 1. Psal. xlviii. 1, 2. xcv. 3. A. CLARKE, MaAckNIGHT, 
KUINOEL. 


Ver. 37. vat vat? od ob. In James v. 12. this sentiment is 
more fully expressed thus: Let your yea be yea, and your nay, 
nay. The first yea and nay therefore signify the promise or as- 
sertion, the second its fulfilment, according to this construction : 
6 Adyoe Vw 6 val, EoTw val? 6 dt Adyoe 6 Ov, EoTw ov. Accord- 
ingly the word yea is used as a promise in Rev. i. 7. and as the 
fulfilment of a promise in 2 Cor. i. 10. On the other hand, it is 
said of those who do not fulfil their engagements that their 
word is yea and nay; 2 Cor. i. 18, 19. Macxnieut, Kurnoet. 
In the words 2x rov wovnoov the article determines nothing, as 
has been supposed, respecting the question, whether the meaning 
be of evil, or of the evil one. The neuter adjective with the arti- 
cle may doubtless be used in the place of a substantive, and so 76 
movnoov is found in one indubitable instance, (Rom. xii. 9.) where 
it is opposed to 76 aya0év. The latter interpretation, however, 
is more probable, and it is sanctioned by the declaration of our 
Lord in John viii. 44. One of the MSS., indeed, and Gregory 
Nyssen, a commentator of the fourth century, read ék tov daf3- 
Aov: and the Syriac translator has used the same word in this 
place which he has employed for 6 rovnode, Matt. xiii. 19. and 
other undoubted cases; and also for rov d:af3déAov, Acts x. 38. 
In the Lord’s Prayer, again, he has used the same word; and 
there the fathers almost unanimously so understood it. Mup- 
DLETON, Wuitsy.—[CampBeLL, Grorius.] In vy. 39. 7 
Twovnow signifies not the evil one, car #oyhv, but the evil 
person; i. e. him from whom injury has been received. The 


case comes under the first rule of insertion, noticed on Matt. i. 
1 ped. 


Ver, 38. d¢0adrpov avri 6¢0adp00, kc. 7. A. Scil. SHcac. Our 
Lord refers to the daw of retaliation, mentioned in Exod. xxi. 24. 
Levit. xxiv. 19. Deut. xix. 21. of which, and its abuse in our 
Saviour’s time, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 137. and for an 
exposition of the doctrine laid down in this and the following 
verses, Vol. II. p. 636. sqq. The law of Solon on this point 
enacted, that if a man had put out the eye of another who had 
but one, the offender was condemned to lose both his eyes, inas- 
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much as the loss of one would not be an equivalent misfortune: 
Diog. Laert. in Solon. I. 57. q ortune : 


Ver. 39. The verb avriorivai here signifies not only to resist, 
but to repay, to retaliate. A similar admonition to this of our 
Lord is given, but from a different motive, by Seneca, de Ira: 
II. 34. Cum pare contendere anceps est, cum superiore Surio- 
sum. Percussit te? Recede : referiendo enim occasionem sepius 
Jeriendi dabis. Several of the Heathen philosophers also repre- 
sented revenge as a weak and degrading passion. So Juven. 
Sat. XIII. 199. Infirmi est animi, exiguique voluptas Ultio. The 
contempt attached to this passion might sometimes probably pre- 
vent its effects ; but it is easy to perceive the superiority of 
motive which is held out by the Gospel to the opposite virtue, 
forgiveness of injuries. Smiting on the face is a proverbial ex- 
pression denoting contumely and insult. Liv. iv. 35. prebere ad 
contumeliam os. Tacit. Hist. Il]. 31. preberi ora contumeliis. 
See Lament. iii. 80. 2 Cor. xi. 20. Grotius, Kurnoret, Lr 
CLERC. 


Ver. 40. Oédovti: cor xoBiva. E. T. Sue thee at the law: 
Vulg. judicio contendere. In this sense the verb xofvecBat oc- 
curs in Job ix. 3. Joe iii. 2. Hos. ii. 2. LXX, and elsewhere. 
From its forensic signification, however, the word sometimes 
passes, by an easy transition, to denote a dispute or contention 
of any kind. Hesych. cowépeba’ avri rod paydmcba kal Siadreyo- 
peOa. Hesiod. Theog. 535. éxpivovro Oeot Ovntot 7 avOowmor. 
If the primary sense of the word be retained, our Saviour will be 
understood as speaking of litigious characters, who vex others 
with iniquitous and unfounded suits of law, for the purpose of 
unjustly depriving them of their property. The participle 6é- 
Aovre is here redundant, as Deut. i. 5. Hos. v.11. So also in 
Hom. Il. H. 375. Longin. de Sublim. XX XVIII. 2. Xen. Cyrop. 
I. 1. 3. Anab. VI. 2. 6. Mem. II. 6. 27. Of yireoy, the upper, 
and iudriov, the under garment, see Horne. Wuirsy, Kurnoet. 


Ver. 41. ayyaoséce. This verb is derived from the Persians, 
among whom the kéing’s couriers, or messengers, were called 
"Ayvyapor. Hesych. dyyapoc’ 4 AtEte Tepotkn’ onuatver 62 Kat 
Tove &k diadoxiig PaciruKode yoauparopdpovc. So also Suidas. 
These messengers had the royal authority for pressing horses, 
ships and men, to forward them in the service on which they 
were employed. The custom still prevails; and there is no 
pardon for him who refuses a chappar, as he is now called, the 
use of the best horse in his stable. See Herod. VIII. 98. 
Xenoph. Cyrop. VIII. 6. 17. Arrian, Epict. III. 18. Joseph. 
Ant. XIII. 3. The Jews also, and other provinces, were com- 
pelled by the Roman governor, to furnish their posts with horses, 
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and to accompany them on the road: an exaction which was 
afterwards remitted by Demetrius. See Plin. Epist. X. 14. 121. 
Joseph. Ant. XIII. 5. From this usage the verb came to denote 
any act of oppression and compulsory violence. It occurs again 
in Matt. xxvii. 32. Mark xv. 21. and frequently in the Talmudic 
writings. Micnaruis, Lieurroor, Grorius. Of the pirvov, or 
Roman mile, and other Latinisms in the N. T., see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. II. p. 30. 


Ver. 43. cat puohoue tov 2x9odv cov. Of the extreme de- 
testation and abhorrence which the Jews entertained for the Gen- 
tiles, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. ILI. pp. 376. 387. The passage 
to which our Lord refers is Levit. xix. 18. where this last clause 
does not appear, nor is it to be found in the Law. The doctors, 
however, pretended that it was deducible from the first part of 
the precept, which seems to limit forgiveness to Israelites; and 
they supported their opinion by an appeal to tradition, and by 
the precepts concerning the idolatrous nations. To some of 
these nations, indeed, enmity was authorised, more especially 
the Canaanites, Deut. vii. 1. the Midianites, Numb. xxxi. 2. 
the Amalekites, Ewod. xvii. 14. As for the Moabites, they were 
never to receive them into their communion, Dewt. xxiii. 3. and 
the same command extended to the Edomites and Egyptians, but 
to the third generation only, Deut. xxiii. 7. Such, therefore, being 
their situation with respect to the nations in and near Canaan, 
they looked upon every heathen in the same light, and considered 
them as enemies upon whom it was lawful to avenge themselves, 
if they had an opportunity. Their aversion to the Samaritans 
was equally powerful; so that’ they would not condescend to ~ 
salute either the one or the other. But the precepts cited above 
evidently had no reference to the disposition with which particular 
persons among the Jews were to meet particular persons among 
the Heathens, but merely described the manner in which they 
were to treat them as bodies politic, in which capacity it was 
most just to destroy them because of their abominations and 
idolatries, (Levit. xviii. 25—28.) but not till the measure of their 
iniquity was completed. The Jews were God’s ministers, and 
they were to punish without hatred: but overlooking the reason 
and intent of these precepts, they absurdly extended them to 
heathens in general; in direct opposition to the express injunc- 
tion of the Law, that they were to love the stranger that dwelt 
among them as their own people, Levit. xix. 34. In fact, 
they did not hesitate to indulge private enmities against their 
brethren. Macxnicut, Wuirsy. Instead of rAfovov the codex 
Grevii reads piXov, and in v. 47. instead of adeApode, a great 
number of MSS. have ¢fAouc. In either case the sense is the 
same; but the received readings are more conformable to the 
Jewish mode of address. ‘See above on v. 22. 
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Ver. 44, trnosatévrwv. E. T. Despitefully use ; Vulg. Ca- 
lumniantibus. ‘The verb signifies generally, to injure, either by 
word or deed; to threaten, to maltreat, to calumniate. Com- 
pare Herod. VI. 9. Thucyd. I. 27. Frequently, however, it has 
a forensic signification, for bringing a criminal charge, or false 
accusation, against any one: and so it is used in the only other 
place of the N. T. except the parallel passage of Zuke, where it 
occurs: 1 Pet. iii. 16. So also Pollux, VIII. 30. Philost. Vie. 
Apollon. VIII. 4. Joseph. Ant. XVI. 4. Hence its connexion 
with duke has induced some commentators to affix to it the 
same meaning here also. But duxev is not used in a judicial 
sense; and as our Lord has already spoken of those who perse- 
cute with their words, it seems probable that he here alludes to 
those who injure by their actions. The clause is wanted in some 
MSS. and versions: and Origen has cited the verse five times 
with the same omission. KuinoeLt, Kypxe.—[E.sner. | 


Ver. 45. 871 rov jAuov x. 7. X. The immortal gods, says An- 
toninus, de Seipso, VII. 70. not only patiently bear with wicked 
men, but take all manner of care of them; and shalt thou, a 
mortal man, be weary of bearing with them? So Seneca, de 
Benef. 1V. 26. Si Deos imitaris, da et ingratis beneficia. Nam 
et sceleratis sol oritur, et piratis patent maria. Compare Job 
xxv. 3. The neuter verb avaré\Aw is here used in an active 
signification for avaréAXev wow ; and verbs not regularly transi- 
tive are frequently employed in this manner, to express the He- 
brew conjugation Hiphil. Thus in 1 Sam. viil. 22. Psalm cxlvii. 
8. LXX. 2 Cor. ii. 14. et passim. The same idiom is also em- 
ployed by the best Greek writers. See my note on Eurip. Phen. 
233. Pent. Gr. p. 317. In the next verse there is an ellipsis 
of the adverb pdvov, which is supplied in v. 47. So also in 
Matt. xxiy. 8. Mark ix. 37. Luke xiv. 12, 13. John xii. 44, 
Acts v. 4. Rom. iii. 28. iv. 9. 1 Cor. xiv. 22. 1 Tim. v. 23. 
Philem. 17. For classical authorities, see Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 482. 
Of the rsA@va, publicans, and of the Jewish modes of salutation, 
see Horne. Wauitsy, GrRorius. 


Ver. 48. taco obv ipetc réAetot. Future for imperative. See 
my note on Hom. Il. K. 88. It is evident that the precept here 
given cannot be understood in that latitude, of which the words 
would literally admit. The perfection of the divine goodness is 
absolutely universal and infinite ; and, consequently, unattainable 
by the most active human exertion. The meaning is, that we 
are to form our principles of duty as near as possible upon the 
divine pattern; and, by a contemplation of his perfections, to 
strive to imitate our Creator, more especially in acts of benevo- 
lence and good-will towards our fellow-men. The particle Wozrep 
does not always denote equality; but only such a degree of 
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analogy, however imperfect, as is pointed out in the things com- 
pared. The word rédzoe, also, is frequently to be understood 
in Scripture of such perfection merely as human virtue can 
attain. See Coloss. i. 28. iv. 12. James iii. 2. Justin M. (Dial. 
Tryph.) calls the mere embracing of Christianity, rédevov yevéo- 
Oa. In the parallel passage, Luke vi. 36. the word is not ré- 
Aki, but oixrfouovec, which limits the precept more expressly to 
the duty of Christian love, one with another. WuirTsy, Gro- 
tTIus, MAcKNIGHT. 





CHAPTER VI. 


ConTENTs :—Continuation of the Sermon on the Mount. 


Verse 1. mooctyere. Scil. tov vovv. So also Acts xvi. 14. 
Heb. ii. 1. The omission is supplied in Arist. Nub. 1010. Pac. 
174, The construction is: mpocéxere Tov vovv, Wore pj ToLsiv 
x. t. A. In the latter clause of the verse there is also an ellipsis, 
which must be filled up from the preceding sentence: «i d? whys, 
scil. wpocéxere x. tr. A. Similar instances will be found in my 
note on Hom. Il. A. 135.—The MSS. Edd. and versions vary be- 
tween ducarocbyny and éAenuootyny. Our translators have adopted 
the latter, and it seems to have been very commonly received. It 
is highly probable, however, that the true reading is ducaocbvny,. 
instead of which 2Aennoobynyv, which was originally only a mar- 
ginal gloss, has, by some careless copyists, been substituted in 
the text. Our Lord, in all probability, used the word ApPtx, 
Tsadekah, which was used to denote not only righteousness, ge- 
nerally, but more especially, alms-giving. ‘This latter meaning 
is confirmed by a variety of passages in the Talmudic writings, 
and the Hellenists frequently employ duaoctvn in the same 
signification. In the O. T. however, MPT always imports 
righteousness ; and it was only afterwards that it became in po- 
pular language to mean alms; in giving of which, the Jews con- 
sidered that a great part of religion consisted. But though 
ducacosbvyn sometimes implies alms, it does not always do so; 
just as réXeoc, which seems to convey the idea of merciful, in 
the last verse of chap. v. is not confined to perfection in that 
point only. The fact is, that our Lord delivers his precept 
generally, using the word ducaoobyny, righteousness ; of which 
he immediately specifies the several particulars of alms, v. 2. 
prayer, v. 6. and fasting, v. 16. The Jews were addicted to 
an ostentatious display in all and each of these legal observances; 
and the similitude of the form in which the rational discharge of 
them is inculcated, together with the change of number from the 
plural to the singular after the general exhortation, evidently proves 
that they are all included in the first general term dccatocbyn. 
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Those interpreters, on the contrary, who read éAenuoobyyny, or 
limit Saaoobyny to alms-giving, confine the import of the first 
verse to the three which succeed it. Griesbach has restored 
cuxaooéyny in his edition; and he is supported by the Vatican 
MS. and the Codex Bexe. The Latin vulgate has justitiam ; 
and so Tertullian, Augustin, and most of the Latin Fathers. 
The verb Oeabiiva, spectari, is widely different from é¢0jvar, 
véder?. Our Lord does not forbid public almsgiving, any more 
than he forbids public prayer ; but an ostentatious desire of gain- 
ing the applause of men, rather than the inward satisfaction of 
an approving conscience. Cicero has a parallel sentiment in 
Tusc. Quest. II. 26. Mihi quidem laudaliliora videntur omnia, 
que sine venditatione, et sine populo teste fiunt. Nullum thea- 
trum virtuti conscientia majus est. Brza, Mitt, Doppriner, 
Wuitsy.—{[Licutroot. | 


Ver. 2. wn cadrioge turpocbé cov. It has been thought by 
some that the Pharisees literally sounded a trumpet before them, 
under pretence of collecting the poor to receive their alms, but 
really for the purpose of ostentation. Others again suppose, that 
a custom prevailed among the Jews, similar to that of the Per- 
sian Dervises, who carry horns with them, and blow them upon 
receiving alms, in honour of the donor. To neither of these 
customs, however, is there the most distant allusion in any of the 
Jewish writings; and, at all events, our Lord clearly addresses 
the giver, and not the receiver. It is most probable, therefore, 
that sounding a trumpet is merely a. proverbial phrase for courting 
publicity: in reference to the custom, both among Jews and 
Heathens, of making proclamations, and summoning the people, 
by a trumpet. Cicero has an expression somewhat similar ; 
Epist. ad Divers. XV1. 21. Buccinator existimationis. GRortius, 
Licutroot, Wuitsy, Kurnort.—{[Macxnicut, Harmer. ] 

Ibid. anéxover tov pucbov aitrov. They have their reward : 
viz. the empty praise, which they are so eager to obtain from 
men. In this sense avéxeuv is used Phil. iv. 18. Gen. xliii. 43. 
LXX. So Callim. Epig. 54. 7 yoive pacIov we améxe Xaprrac. 
Suidas: awéyov’ rH airiareKy, avri Tov awéAaBov. Some would 
translate, fall short of their reward ; but in this sense a7éxew is 
always constructed with a genitive. 


Ver. 3. wh) yverw % aptorepd cov x. t.X. This is a prover- 
bial expression, indicating so strict a secrecy as to avoid, as it 
were, the observation even of ourselves. ‘The ellipsis of the 
word xéo with apiorepd, SeEra, and the like adjectives, is copi- 
ously illustrated in Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 327. In the next verse, 
tv tq KouTT@, and év TH pavepg, (scil. Tdmy,) are put for the 
adverbs koumrwe and gavepic respectively. There may be an 
allusion in the former to the secret chamber in the Temple, in 
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which pious persons deposited their alms privately, for the relief 
of the poor. The promised reward is chiefly in reference to a 
future life, when it will be delivered openly, in the presence of 
saints and angels, and the spirits of just men made perfect. See 
Matt. xxv. 34. Luke xiv. 14. 1 Pet. i. '7. Rom. ii.'7. 10. From | 
the omission of 2v rq gaveow, in this verse and y. 18. in a great 
number of MSS., Griesbach supposes that it was only once 
written by St. Matthew, in v. 6. and thence supplied in the other 
places by some copyist. Kurnozxt, Wurrsy, GILL. 


Ver. 5. istwrec. Standing. Of the Jewish attitudes, places, 
times, and forms of prayer, see Horne. Their phylacterial prayers 
were extremely long; and if they were overtaken in the street by 
the canonical hours, they were still called upon to repeat them; 
so that the Pharisees continually availed themselves of this 
opportunity of displaying their pretended sanctity. The Jeru- 
salem Talmud has the following: I observed the Rabbi Jannat 
standing. and praying in the street of Trippor, and repeating 
an additional prayer at each of the four corners. ‘The early 
Christians always kneeled in prayer, (Acts ix. 40. xx. 36. xxi. 5.) 
except on the sabbath-day, and between Easter and Pentecost, 
when they stood, for the purpose of testifying their joy at the 
resurrection of Christ. See Tertull. de Coron. c. 5. Just. Mart. 
Resp. ad Quast. 115. Licutroor. In the next verse, raptetov 
is an upper chamber, sometimes called jreo@ov, which was set 
apart for the purposes of retirement and prayer. It answers to 
the Hebrew My, Kurnogt. 


Ver. 7. Barrodoyhonte. E. T. Use vain repetitions. The 
word is found in no ancient writer. “Suidas, after explaining it 
by wodvAoyia, gives its derivation from one Battus, a king 
of Lydia, who is said to have written some tedious odes, or 
hymns, addressed to idols, full of repetition and tautology. So 
also Hesychius, Eustathius on Hom. Od. Q. p. 833, 43. and 
others. Compare Herod. IV. 155. The repetitions here al- 
luded to abound in Heathen writers, and the Scriptures also 
afford us examples; as, for instance, in the prayer of the 
priests of Baal; (1 Kings xviii. 26.) and of the Ephesians, 
(Acts xix. 34.) Hence Terent. Heaut. V. 1. 6. Ohe jam desine 
Deos, uxor, gratulando obtundere, Tuam esse inventam natam ; 
nist dlos ex tuo ingenio judicas, Ut nil credas intelligere, nisi 
idem dictum sit centies. The Jewish Rabbins laid it down as a 
maxim, that he who multiplies prayer shall be heard; and that 
along prayer shall not return empty. And, indeed, our Lord 
must not be understood to forbid any repetitions in prayer 
whatsoever, for such may frequently be the result of earnestness 
and fervour: as in our Lord’s prayer in the garden, which was 
thrice repeated ; that of the prophet Daniel, ch. ix. 3—20; and 
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some others in Scripture. The injunction is directed against 
such long and pathetical entreaties, wherein words of the same 
meaning are multiplied, not only tending to the fatigue and care- 
lessness of the worshipper, but implying, as our Lord remarks in 
the next verse, a degree of ignorance and want of attention in the 
Deity. Examples, however, of short and comprehensive prayers 
may be found even among the Heathen. Thus Socrates, in Xen. 
Mem. I. eVXETO TELE TOVG DEOde aTAGC rayaba didvova, we rove 
Geode Kaddora eiddrac, dota ayabd tort. See also the prayer 
cited from Plato in my note on Hom. Il. A. 20. and compare 
Juvenal, Sat. X. 344. sqq. Liaurroor, Wuitsy, WAKEFIELD, 
Grotivs. | 


_ Ver, 9. moocebxea0e busic. The pronoun is emphatic, in op- 
position to of 2@vcol, v. 7. The form of prayer which our Lord 
here gives to his disciples, in conformity with the practice of the 
public teachers of the Jews, who generally gave a set form to 
their respective flocks, is compiled from the nineteen prayers of 
their Liturgical service: at least, the substance of each petition is 
to be found in them, with the exception of the clause, as we for- 
give our debtors. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 306. There 
is also a coincidence, somewhat remarkable, between the Lord’s 
Prayer and the circumstances of his Temptation. Thus in the 
prayer: Give us this day, §c. Temptation: Command these 
stones, §c.—Prayer: Lead us not into temptation : Temptation: 
Thou shalt not tempt, §c.—Prayer: Thine is the kingdom, §c. 
Temptation: He shewed him all the kingdoms, §c.—The peti- 
tion: Forgive us our trespasses, §c. which here also wants a 
counterpart, is exemplified in the prayer for his murderers during 
his last trial upon the cross. See Encyclop. Metropol. Vol. X.. 
p- 605. note. In giving this form, our Lord by no means in- 
tended to exclude all other devotional addresses to the Almighty. 
His meaning is, that we frame our prayers after this model, and 
introduce the prayer itself into our public and private services. 
It has been thought that the word otrwe does not imply a com- 
mand to utter the precise words, but merely a form similar to that 
of our Lord. But in Lwke xi. 2. the command is express: When 
ye pray, say, Our Father, §c. and the word otrwe is used to 
prescribe a set form in several places. Thus in Numb. vi. 23, 
LXX. obrwe evAoyhonre, in reference to the Aaronical Bene- 
dictions. Compare also Numb. xxiii. 5. 16. and God’s words, 
as directed to the prophets, ovrwe Aéyer 6 Kbpoc, Lsatah viii. 11. 
et passim. We find, indeed, in the Acts, prayers made by the 
Apostles, under particular circumstances, without any direct inti- 
mation of the use of this form; but, at the same time, it is more 
than probable that it always formed a part of their devotions. See 
Acts i. 24. ii. 42. iv. 24. 30. The prayer consists of a Preface, 
six Petitions, and a Doxology. LicHTroot, WHITBY, GRoTivs. 
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ON THE LORD’S PRAYER. 


The Preface. Marep jor, 6 év rotg ovpavoic. This address 
‘3s often found in the Jewish Seder Tephiloth, or Form of Prayers, 
and is expressive of the highest reverence for the attributes of 
the Deity. It does not confine his presence to Heaven, but in- 
dicates at the same time his omnipresence, his omniscience, his 
majesty and dominion, his purity and holiness; as will be seen 
at once by a comparison of the following texts: 1 Kéngs viii. 37. 
2 Chron. xx. 6. Psalm xi. 4. xxxiii. 13. exv. 3. Deut. xxvi. 15. 
Isaiah lvii. 15. The use of iv in the plural is also in ac- 
cordance with a maxim of the Jews, that a man should not pray 
alone, but join with the church, i. e. whether in public or private, 
he should always use the plural number, as including all the 
chosen people of God. As Christians, we pray for our brethren, 
i. e. for all mankind, who are equally children of the same com- 
mon parent: and we address God as our Father, since he is such 
by right of creation, providence, and preservation; and more 
especially by right of adoption and grace. Compare Mail. ii. 10. 
Deut. xxxi. 6. John i. 12. Rom. viii. 15, 16. Gal. iii. 26. 
Erasmus has a beautiful comment upon this portion of the prayer: 
Pater vocatur, ut clementem et benignum intelligatis: In ccelis 
esse dicitur, ut illic sustollatis animos vestros, neglectis bonis 
terrenis: Vestrim appellatur, nequis sibi proprium aliquid vin- 
dicet, cum ex unius beneficentia proficiscatur omnibus, quicquid 
habeant, et hac in parte sit Regum et Servorum equalitas. 
Licutroot, Wuitsy, Macknicut. 

Petition 1. aytacbfrw 7d Svoua cov. This and the following 
petition are found in the Jewish Kaddish Magistrorum, or 
Forms of Prayer, which the doctors taught their disciples. By 
the name of God is to be understood God himself, as manifested 
to us in his attributes and perfections. Similar instances of me- 
tonymy will be found in Acts i. 15. Ephes. i. 21. Heb. i. 4. 
The commentators describe this use of dvoua as a Hebraism, 
but it is found also in Greek writers. Thus in Eurip. Orest. 
1080. & robevov dvow duAlag tui, for & robe surdtta. See 
Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 480. 6. The verb ay:dZev signifies properly to 
set apart Jrom common, and to appropriate to sacred purposes. 
So 2 Ti wm, il. 21. oral éxelvoc sic Tyuny rylacuévov. Hence it 
has various derived senses, and amongst the rest, to worship, to 
adore, as in 1 Pet..iii. 15. Ozdv ayldoare év raic Kapsiatc UMOv. 
Compare Isaiah vii, 13. Sérac. xxxvi. 4. LXX. Chrysostom 
Hom. XIX. on this passage: adyacOiirw* Sofacbirw. Hence 
the meaning of the petition is, May thy existence be universally 
believed, thy perfections loved and imitated, thy works admired, 
thy supremacy over all things acknowledged, and thy providence. 
reverenced and confided in. The use of the imperative aytasbirw 
for the optative is remarkable. Macknieut, Wuirsy, A. CLARKE. 
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Ver. 10. Petition 2. 2XOérw 1 Baoweia cov. The import of 
these words may be readily deduced from the notes on Matt. 
i. 2. The Jews considered that no prayer was available unless 
it mentioned the kingdom of God; in accordance with which 
maxim the followmg petition formed a part of their daily 
prayers: Let him make his kingdom reign; let his redemption 
flourish ; and let his Messiah come and deliver his people. See 
Vitringa de Synagog. Vet. I. 3. 8. p. 962. The origin of these 
supplications will be found in Isaiah ix. 7. Dan. vii. 14. 27. 
Psalm \xx. 11. and elsewhere. It has been said that the hing- 
dom of God, in the sense in which it is commonly used in Scrip- 
ture of the Gospel dispensation, is already come, and therefore, 
that it is superfluous to pray for it. But in this petition we are 
taught to pray that the knowledge of the Christian faith may 
come to all nations of the world; that his kingdom may be ad- - 
vanced by the coming in of the Jews and the fulness of the Gen- 
tiles; and that finally, through the obedience of faith, all man- 
kind may become partakers of his kingdom of glory in heaven. 
Wuitsy. 

Petition 3. yevnOhrw ro GéAnpa cov, we év ovpavy, Kai et Tie 
yine. It is not the import of this petition, that God may do his 
own will, for that would be needless, (Zccles. vii. 3. Isaiah 
xlvi. 10. Rom. ix. 19.)—nor that the will of Providence may be 
done upon us—nor that we may on earth be equal to the angels 
in the perfection and alacrity of our obedience—nor that God will 
compel us to do his will. The meaning is, that we may endea- 
vour to imitate the angels in their ready and constant obedience 
to the will of God, and willingly submit to the dispensations of 
his providence, at all times, and under all conditions whatsoever. 
The substance of the request is found in the Seder Tephiloth of 
the Jews, and sentiments somewhat similar in expression are to 
be met with in heathen writers. Arrian, Epict. I]. 17. undév 
drAo Ore, } & 6 Osde OAxL, tiv éxkAlow TH Os@ yaploat, Exsivep 
mapaces, éxeivoc kuBepvérw. Senec. Epist. 74, | Placeat homini, 
quicquid Deo placuit. The omission of the particle ovrw before 
émi tie vic in the second clause, is sanctioned by Thucyd. VIII. 
1. Kal we toEev avroic, kal trotovy Tavra, 1. e. ouTwW Kat ETOloUVs 
So also in Latin, Virg. Eclog. V. 33. Ut gregibus taurt, segetes 
ut pinguibus arvis, Tu decus omne tuis. The same ellipsis is in 
Luke vi. 31. John xx. 21. Acts vii. 51. Rom. i. 28. Ephes. iii. 5. 

1 John ii. 18. See Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 486. Wurrsy, Macx- 
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Ver. 11. Petition 4. rovdorov jov x7. X. As the three 
first petitions of the prayer relate to the glory of God, the three 
-Jast involve the consideration of our own wants and infirmities. 
Here, under the word bread are included all the necessaries of 
life. So Abraham, in Gen. xviil. 5. after saying, I will fetch a 
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morsel of bread to comfort your hearts, brought out also butter, 
and milk, and the calf which he had killed. In this place, how- 
ever, the term extends its signification to the supply of our spi- 
ritual wants. Wuirsy, Macknieut. With respect to the import 
of the word émiobotoc, the commentators are greatly divided in 
their opinions. It is to be found in no Greek writer, and 
throughout the O. and N. T. only in this passage-and the pa- 
rallel place of Luke xi. 3. Origen observes, de Orat. 16. mpdrov 
O2 TovT ioréov, Gri 7 AgELe | Emtobawwc Tap ovdert Tov “EAAnvov 
ovTe THY GOPwY HvdépaoTal, OUTE 2v TH THY LLGTWY cUvVyDsla TE- 
rolnrat, aAN Eouke weTAGCOa ITs Tov EvayyeAlorwv. Hence 
the variety of significations that have been affixed to it, accord- 
ingly as it is differently derived. Some have explained it as 
signifying 4 rij¢ émiobonc ipéoac, so that the petition will be, 
Give us this day our bread for the morrow. Michaelis, among 
others, is in favour of this interpretation ; and it is‘somewhat sup- 
ported by the word M5, mecher, signifying dies crastinus, which 
supplies the place of érioboioc in the Nazarene Gospel. It is 
true, also, that 1 émroton, scil. juéoa, is .a classical elliptic 
phrase, denoting the morrow; and so it occurs in Acts vii. 26. 
But this interpretation is too obviously at variance with the com- 
mand of our Lord, vv. 25.84. to take no thought for the mor- 
row. The Fathers Jerome and Ambrose translate the word su- 
persubstantialis, by which the latter understands the bread of life, 
John v.48. Evasmus:also takes the petition in a spiritual sense : 
Ale, Pater, quod genuisti: prospice nobis, ne nos deficiat panis 
alle tuus doctrine ceelestis, ut eo quotidie sumpto confirmemur, et 
adolescamus, et vegeti reddamur ad tua jussa perficienda. In 
the Latin Vulgate, however, Jerome has given panem quotidia- 
num, which our translators have followed, and which ‘seems to 
have arisen from the addition of 75 xa®? ijuéoav, in Luke xi. 3. 
Elsner supposes that dorov ériotovov means our promised bread; 
i.e. that portion of good things, which as God’s children, we 
have right to, as by inheritance. But the word ovota, the usage 
of which in Luke xv. 12. is thought to warrant. this interpreta-. 
tion, does not signify an inheritance, but simply substance, or 
property, however obtained. Compare ibid. v. 15. The term, 
however, is in all probability a derivative of ovata, and the mean- 
ing assigned to it by Theophylact seems to be correct; viz. 2m? 
™m ovola kal ovaTdcé HUwv avraoKye, that which is. sufficient for 
our maintenance and. support. 'To the same effect are the glosses 
of Basil, the Etym. M. Suidas, and others: and the interpreta- 
tion exactly corresponds with the prayer of Agur for ra Séovra 
kat ra avtapkh, Prov. xxx. 8, LXX. Wakefield is of opinion 
that the word was originally separated into mt ovetav, till at 
length it coalesced, and became the émotovov of the text. But 
Kuinoel has pointed out a similar import of the preposition éi 
m such compounds as 2mAfmoy and émrdguov: answering at. 
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the same time an objection of Scaliger, that the word should be 
émovovoc, by producing the adjectives éuexie, émlopkoc, and 
others, in the composition of which the zis not sunk. It may 
be observed, in conclusion, that there is probably a reference to 
the daily supply of manna in the wilderness, of which a suffi- 
ciency for the day was collected every morning, a double portion 
being given on the sixth day to prevent a breach of the Sabbath. 
In this view, also, the petition is in strict accordance with that 
in the Jewish formularies: Lord, the necessities of thy people 
Israel are many, and their knowledge small, so that they know 
not how to disclose their necessities: Let it be thy good plea- 
sure to give to every one what sufficeth for food. Brza, Mrpe, 
Macxnieut, Doppringr, RosENMULLER, KurnoELt.—[Wet- 
STEIN, LicutFooT, Grorius, &c.] 


Ver.12. Petition 5. agec hiv ra dperAtpara. jor, K.7.A. Obe- 
dience is a debt we owe to God, in which we daily fail, and there- 
fore stand in need of daily forgiveness. Hence the use of the word 
égeAjpuara, which answers to auagriac, in the parallel place of 
Luke. It has been already observed, that the last clause of this pe- 
tition is not to be found in the Jewish formularies: it is, therefore, 
a peculiar feature in the Christian religion, and our Lord accord- 
ingly enforces it again at the conclusion of the prayer, vv. 14, 15. 
as the only ground upon which we can expect the forgiveness of 
our Maker. Upon other occasions also he dwells strongly upon 
the necessity of mutual forgiveness; and more especially in the 
parable of the unforgiving servant, Matt. xviii. 23. which may 
be considered as a practical comment upon this petition. The 
subjoined declaration is evidently connected with this verse by 
the causal particle yap ; and it is remarkable what a difference 
exists between the mild word rapamropara, (slips, failings, from 
wimtw,) which is employed in reference to the injuries we receive 
from our fellow men, and the strong term égeAjpara, which in- 
dicates our sins against God. We are not to infer, however, 
that forgiveness of injuries alone will ensure our pardon. The 
negative declaration of v. 15. is undoubtedly true, but the af- 
firmative precept requires the limitation, that no other condition 
be wanting: and the same is true of all other direct promises. 
Wuirtsy, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 13. Petition 6. yi cioevéyxye x. 7. X. That is, suffer 
us not to be ded, &c. ‘Tertullian, Cyprian, and others of the 
early fathers render the clause Ne nos patiaris induci ; and some 
of them explain the word temptation, as that guam ferre non 
possumus. Compare 1 Cor. x. 13. The petition does not im- 
‘ plore an entire freedom from temptations, but that God would 
grant us his grace that we may be able to overcome them, and 
thus be delivered from the wiles and malice of the devil. We 
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are taught to consider our own inability to stand without God's 
assistance; but in humble assurance of his aid and deliverance, 
co-operating with our own exertions, we ought to rejoice when 
we fall into divers temptations, for the reasons assigned by St. 
James, i. 2.12. That rov wovnpov is here masculine, and to 
be understood of the devil, see on Matt. v. 37. The opinion is 
confirmed by the Jewish formularies. Thus, in the Mischna, 
Tit. Beracoth, we have this prayer of the Rabbi Judah, Let # 
be thy good pleasure to deliver us from Satan the destroyer, 
from a hard judgment, and a hard adversary. Wuirtsy, Licut- 
FOOT, GROTIUS. 

The Doxology. 6rt cov torw 7 Baoirsta, x.7.r. This Doxo- 
logy is wanting in the Vatican and several other ancient Greek 
MSS. It is also variously written in other MSS., and is omitted 
by most of the fathers, both Greek and Latin. Now the Jews 
usually closed their phylacterial prayers by repeating, Blessed 
be the name of the glory of his kingdom for ever and ever ; and 
a similar custom prevailed among the early Christians, various 
forms of whose doxologies are extant in the writings of Poly- 
carp, Clement, and other fathers. Hence it is supposed by 
some of the most eminent critics, that it never made a part of 
the ancient text, but was interpolated from the early Liturgies, 
in which it formed the response of the people, the prayer alone 
being uttered by the priest. On the contrary, it is observed, 
that the Alexandrian and many other Greek copies have the 
doxology, together with the Syriac version, which was probably 
made in the first century, and several early Eastern transla- 
tions. Neither is it probable that the Greek church would pre- 
sume to add from their own Liturgies to a form composed by 
our Lord himself: and that only in Matthew, and not in Luke, 
where the doxology is wanting. It is not unlikely, therefore, 
that the prayer was delivered on two several occasions, upon one 
of which the clause was omitted; and that the Latin copies, in 
which it is chiefly wanting, and which are in other respects fre- 
quently faulty, left it out altogether, lest the Evangelists should 
appear to be at variance on a point so important. The objection 
that its insertion interrupts the connection between vv. 12 and 
14, is not removed by its omission; and it is clear that the 
enforcement of a special precept was necessarily deferred till 
the conclusion of the prayer. In a word, the doxology is so 
simple, appropriate, and sublime, that its non-appearance in 
some MSS. can never be looked upon as sufficient for rejecting 
it. Ina few copies only the word Amen is also wanting; and 
our Lord can scarcely be supposed to have omitted it, as it is 
found at the foot of several prayers in the O. T. Compare 
Numb. v.72. Nehem. v. 13. viii. 6. Psabm \xxii. 19. Wurrsy, 
Licutroot, A. Criarxe, Doppripcr.—[Mitt, WETsTEIN, 
GriesBacH, CAMPBELL.|] The term sic rode aiwvac, as derived 
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from ais, Sv, semper existens, implies in its primary sense ab- 
solute eternity : this is Aristotle’s definition. Sometimes, how- 
ever, the words aidy and aidvioe denote only a finite period, 
when the duration is of long and unknown continuance, or such 
as the thing spoken of is capable of admitting. Thus aidv 
sometimes signifies the life of man, the duration of the world, — 
&c. Compare also Gen. xlix. 26. Prov. xxii. 28. LXX. 2 Tim. 
i. 9, In reference to God it is necessarily understood in its 
primary and grammatical sense. A. CuarKE, MackNicut. 


Ver. 16. érav & vnoreénte, x. tr. X Several fasts, upon 
especial occasions, besides those of Moses and Elijah, are men- 
tioned in the O. T. as that of Joshua and the elders, Josh. vii. 6. 
of the eleven tribes, after their defeat at Gibeah, Judg. xx. 26. 
of David, over his sick child, 2 Sam. xii. 16. of Ezra, ch. viii. 2. 
and of Daniel, ch. ix. 1. Compare also Jerem. xxxvi. 9. Joel 
i. 14, Zech. viii. 19. The only fast, however, appointed by 
divine command, was that of the Feast of expiation, Levit. xvi. 
29. so that all the rest must be considered as merely of private 
institution. In later times the Jewish fasts increased in number 
to a great extent, and Maimonides has given a list in which three 
or four are assigned to each month of the Jewish Calendar. 
Besides these, private fasts were enjoined upon individuals, in 
behalf of any of their friends or relations who were sick, or lost 
in the wilderness, or imprisoned, or otherwise afflicted. If no 
calamity called for this observance, persons frequently devoted 
themselves to stated fasts merely for the cause of religion, in 
which hypocrisy frequently took so great a part as to call for the 
severe animadversion of our Lord. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 324, note, and p. 378. The outward expression of hea- 
viness and sorrow which they exhibited is here marked by the 
adjective oxvfowzot, (E. T. of a sad countenance,) properly sig- 
nifying one who contracts his eye-brows, which usually indicates 
moroseness or sorrow. Hence, in Xen. Mem. II. 7. 12. it is 
opposed to iAapdc; and ibid. III. 10. 4. to gadpd¢. — Phavori- 
nus: oxvJowrde¢* otvyvoc, AvTnpdc. The verb apaview signi- 
fying to cause to disappear, to spoil, to destroy ; in which sense 
it occurs infra v. 20. Suidas: ddavica’ GAwe 7d avedetv Kat 
agpavic roujoa. Compare Xen. Mem, I. 2. 58, Arrian. Exped. 
Alex. I. 9. Joseph. Ant. I. 11. 1. Hence, it here implies to dis- 
figure, to soil, to defile, as a part of the ceremony of fasting 
consisted in sprinkling ashes and clay upon their heads, and 
leaving their faces unwashed, squalid, and neglected. See 2 Sam. 
i. 2. Esther iv. 1. Isaiah |xi. 3. Ezek. xxvii. 30. Dan. x. 3. In 
opposition to this custom our Lord's injunction is, to appear as 
usual, that our fasting may not merely consist in outward show. 
Licutroot, Kurnoet, Doppriner, MacknicHT. 

With respect to Christians, neither our Saviour nor his Apostles 
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have left any positive precept in regard to fasting ; but it is clear, 
both from the example of Christ himself, and his admonition in_ 
this place, that he considered it as a devout exercise, and as such it 
was very early practised in the Christian church. See Bingham’s 
Orig. Eccles. xxi. 1,2. Hence the Church of England has’ 
appointed certain fixed seasons, such as Lent, the Ember-days, 
&c. for fasting; and other days are sometimes set apart for the 
purpose, upon occasion of any national calamity or distress. The 
act, properly considered, is undoubtedly beneficial, and it is re~ 
commended in the Homily of Good Works ; first, in order to 
chastise the flesh, that tt be not too wanton, but tamed and 
brought in subjection by the spirit ; secondly, that the spirit may 
be more fervent and earnest in prayer; and thirdly, that our 
fast be a testimony and witness with us before God of our hum= 
ble submission to his high majesty, when we confess and acknow-= 
ledge our sins unto him, and are inwardly touched with sorrow- 
fulness of heart, bewdiling the same in the affliction of our 
bodies. 'The Church of Rome distinguishes between days of fast- 
ing and days of abstinence; for which there is not the slightest 
authority in Scripture. The word vijoric, as derived from v7 
éorteiv, clearly denotes a total abstinence from food for an ap- 
pointed time ; and, consequently, the mere abstaining from flesh, 
and living on fish, is in fact no fast. It is clear, however, that 
in the discharge of this duty regard must be paid. to men’s con- 
stitutions, for it may happen that a rigorous fast would, in some 
cases, render us wholly incapable of the exercise of piety, which 
it is intended to promote. Wuirsy, Mackxnieut, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 19. i OnoavptZere x. r. X. Of the scope and proper 
interpretation of this part of our Lord’s discourse, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. II. p. 636. sqq. of tropes and figures, §. 8. The 
allusion is to the oriental custom of laying up treasures of various 
kinds, but especially garments, which formed a principal part of 
begin! of those times: of this also see Horne, Vol. III. 
p. 419. 

Ibid. Bodowe. Whatever eats into any valuable substance, 
The word exactly expresses the Hebrew 'DN, from DM, to 
consume or eat; rendered by the LXX xaréSerar in Deut. 
xxvill. 51. and applied to locusts, Joel i. 4. Hence it has been 
by some translated canker, (E. T. rust ;) but the words always 
used in this sense by Greek authors are ide and eipwe; so that 
a species of worm is probably intended; called in Greek Boworc, 
and in Latin cureulio, which derives its name in both lan- 
guages from its voracious feeding. In Isaiah |. 9. Aquila has 
Bower, and the LXX ee for the Hebrew word WWY, osis, ren= 
dered moth. In St. Luke the moth, oe, only is mentioned; 
and Casaubon is of opinion that o¢ cat o@aie is here an hen- 
diadys for jc Bodoxovea, a devouring moth; but this interpre- 
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tation is refuted by the use of the disjunctive particle ovre in the 
next verse. Kurnort, WAKEFIELD, RosenmuLier.—[Kypxe.] 
The verb Scopirretw signifies to dig through; and it is clearly 
used with reference to the manner in which Eastern houses were 
constructed. See again Horne. Aristoph. Plut. 565. xAémreev 
kal rode Tolyouc Swoptrrev. WHETSTEIN. 


. Ver. 22. 6 NbxvOCe TOU owpato¢ K. 7. A. Chrysostom: “Omep 
yap éorw 6¢0aAud¢ TY swpuaTL, TovTO b voice TH WuyD. “Qatreo 
yao THv 6pOaruay ruPAwHevrwr, Td TOAD Tig TOV AoUTOV MEAOY 
eveoyeiac olxeTal, Tov gwrde avToic oBecbévroc otTw Kal Tie 
dvavoiac diag Papstone, puptwy » Cwh cov Kxaxwov éutrAnoOjoera. 
The same similitude is to be met with in various authors. Arist. 
Topic. I. 14. &¢ ge ev 6p0aruw, vovo év ypuyp. Ovid. 
Met. XV. 63. Que natura negavit Visibus humanis, oculis ea 
pectoris haustt. Cic. Tusc. I. 15. Cum antea homines nihil 
animo videre possent, sed omnia ad oculos referrent. So’ our 
own Shakspeare, in his Hamlet (Act I. Sc. 2.), speaks of the 
mind's eye. It is supposed by the generality of commentators — 
that the 6@0aXudc amAotve is intended to designate liberality of 
disposition, in opposition to covetousness, which is denoted by 
6¢0aAud¢ Tovnedc. The import, therefore, of the precept is this: 
—that as the body will be enlightened if the eye be sound and 
good, or darkened if the eye be diseased, so the mind will be full 
of light if the reason be unimpaired, and full of darkness if it be 
perverted by covetousness and too great a love of worldly trea- 
sures and enjoyments ; but with this difference, that mental dark- 
ness is infinitely more dangerous and destructive in its conse- 
quences than natural blindness. This interpretation is sanctioned | 
by a variety of passages, in which amAdrne¢ is used to denote 
liberality; and an evil eye, 6¢0aXpd¢ wovnode, to indicate a grudg- 
éng and avaricious disposition. Compare Prov. xi. 25. xxiii. 6. 
xxvii. 20. Eeclus. xiv. 10. xxxv. 10. Tob. iv. 16. Rom. xii. 8. 
2 Cor. viii. 2. ix. 11. 13. James i..5. The Jews also had a fami- 
liar saying: He that gives, let him do it with a good eye; \. e. 
JSreely, liberally. Some understand the terms more generally ; 
but the context, both in what precedes and follows, is evidently 
in favour of the more received interpretation. Theophylact ex- 
plains amAovc by bye, and rovnpoe by voowone. -HamMMOND, 
Ligutroot, Wuitsy, Le CLerc.—[Doppripce, Kurinoet.] 


Ver. 24. 8voi xvpioig. Euthymius adds évavria émirarrovow. 
And so Chrysostom, Hom. 22. The word paypwvac is of Syriac 
origin, denoting riches, as it appears from that version in this 
place. In this sense the same word, N39, is used in Lwod. 
xxi. 30. and 119, mammon, in the Targum of Onkelos, Hod. 
xviii. 21. and of Jonathan, Judg. v. 19. 1 Sam. viii. 3. Compare 
also Luke xvi. 9.11. Hence Jerome: Gentil Syrorum lingua 
Mammona divitie appellantur. And Augustin: Lucrum Punice 
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Mammon dicitur ; the Carthaginians being originally from Syria 
and Phoenicia. Hesychius explains it by Onoavpdc¢, and it is 
supposed by some to be a corruption of the Chaldee 30. 
Castel, however, derives the word from YON, aman, to trust, to 
confide, because men are apt to trust in riches. It is to be ob- 
served that Wealth is here personified, unless, as some suppose, 
there was an idol of this name among the Syrians, identical 
with the Plutus of the Greeks. With respect to the construction 
of the passage, it is evident that the verse contains a simile, in 
which the comparing particles ®omep and otrwe are to be sup- 
plied: 4s ye cannot serve two masters, &c. so ye cannot serve 
God and Mammon. The verbs wosivy and ayamay are to be 
understood as simply meaning to love less, and to love more, 
respectively ; in which sense they are repeatedly used in Scrip- 
‘ture. See Gen. xxix. 31. LXX. Luke xiv. 26. John xii. 25. 
Rom. ix. 13. With the sentiment we may compare Pers. Sat. 
V. 154. En quid agis? duplict in diversum scinderis hamo. 
Flunceine, an hune, sequeris? Subeas alternus oportet Ancipiti 
obsequio dominos, alternus oberres. WrrsTeIn, PARKHURST, 
Grotius, MackNIGHT. . 


Ver, 25. un weomivare. Be not anxiously solicitous. Vulg. 
Ne soliciti sitis. The E. T. take no thought, which does not 
now give the sense of the original, fully expressed it at the time 
when our translation was made. Thus Holinshed, a. pv. 1140, 
writes, ‘ Taking thought for the losse of his houses.and monie, 
he pined away and died.” Thus again in Phil. iv. 6. punStv 
péoyuvare cannot possibly enjoin carelessness, respecting what 
is the object of a prayer to God. Compare also Dan. iii. 16. 
1 Pet. vy. 7. and see 1 Tim. v. 8. 2 Thess. iii. 8. This inter- 
pretation is confirmed by the parallel passage of St. Luke, who 
uses the word perewpiZecbar, to be of an unsettled and doubtful 
mind. Intwo MSS., in most of the ancient versions, and in some 
of the early fathers, the clause kat ti winre is wanting, and its 
authenticity is suspected by Griesbach. It recurs, however, in 
_v. 31. where there is not the slightest variation in any of the 
copies ; and it was the general custom of the Hebrews to mention 
meat and drink, hunger and thirst, and the like, in conjunction. 
Groiius, Beausopre. ‘The adjective rAciov should be rendered 
of more value; in which sense it is used in Numb. xxii. 15. LXX. 
Matt. xxi, 36. and the best Greek writers. A. Cuarxe. In the 
next verse éuAhpare is explained by catavoheare in Luke xii. 24. 


Ver, 27. jAutav. E. T. stature; and this is doubtless one 
sense of the word, as in Lwke ii. 52. whence some would retain- 
it in this place also, and in Luke xii. 25. But it signifies also 
age, or life-time, John ix. 21. 23. Heb. xi. 11. It is clear 
therefore, that in any case the meaning of the word must be 
determined by the context. Now the admonition of our Lord is 
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given in regard to an over-anxiety respecting food and raiment, 
which, though necessary to the preservation and convenience of 
life, can have no connection with growth or stature. It is true, 
indeed, that wijyue is properly a measure of extension, but fre- 
quent instances occur of the metaphorical application of this and 
similar words to denote the duration of time. Compare Psalm 
- xxxix. 0. Mimnermus (ap, Stob. p. 158.) says of leaves in spring, 
Tote ixehor, mhxvLov eri ypdvov avOcow HBne Tep76ucBa. Diog. 
Laert. VIII. 16. ofa rod Biov. Besides, the addition of a 
cubit to a man’s stature would be something considerable, amount- 
ing to nearly the fourth part of the height of some men, which 
is clearly at variance with the scope of the passage. CAMPBELL, 
Macxnieut, Hammonv.—[Beza, Grorivs.] 


Ver, 28. xoiva. Plin. N. H. xxi. 5. Est et rubens lilium, 
guod Greci Crinon vocant. The white lily does not grow wild 
in Palestine. Probably the amaryllis lutea is intended, as Sir 
J. E. Smith supposes. The verb av&avew has a transitive and 
intransitive sense; and augere is used intransitively in Catul. 
- Lxiv.323. Odecus eximium, magnis virtutibus augens. Solomon 
is probably mentioned in preference to any other prince, as 
exceeding in power, wealth, and magnificence all the kings who 
went before, or came after him. Macxnieut. The whole vege- 
table system is comprised by the Hebrews under the two classes, 
YY, ots, and Wy, osheb. See Gen.i. 11. The latter of these 
is rendered yéproc by the LXX, and includes all herbs whatso- 
ever; the withered stalks of which the Jews employed for heating 
their ovens, &c. In ver. 30. the word evidently includes the lilies 
mentioned above, and is not, therefore, correctly rendered in the 
E.T. grass. Hence there is no authority for translating cAiBavor, 
a still; nor is there the slightest evidence from any ancient author, 
that the art of distillation was then known. Grortius, CAMPBELL. 
The word éAryéricro is by Campbell properly rendered dastrust- 
ful, scil. of the care of Providence. 


Ver. 32. 20vn. The Gentiles. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 

. 8. It is the general character of the Heathens that they 

prayed to their gods, and laboured themselves, for no blessings 

but the temporal ones here mentioned, as is plain from the tenth 
Satire of Juvenal. Macknieut. 


Ver. 33. riv Stxaoobyny adrov. His righteousness, i. e. the 
holiness of life which he requires in his creatures. So in Rom. 
iii, 21, 22. x. 3. the righteousness of God is opposed to that of 
the unconverted Jews, where in neither case is personal righte- 
ousness intended. The righteousness which the Jews are de- 
scribed by the Apostle as being desirous of establishing, was a 
system of morality,: fabricated by themselves, and consisting 
chiefly in ceremonies and mere externals. Compare also Micah 
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v. 5. James i. 20. Campsett. Some of the Fathers ascribe 
the following saying to Christ: —aireioQe ra peyada, Kal Ta pupa 
buiv mpooreOhcera. It is probably a gloss upon this verse. See 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 328. i 


Ver. 34. % xaxia. That is, troubles and vexations; in which 
sense the word is used in Eccles. xii. 1. LXX. Chrysostom: 
kaxta’ raXaurwola. With the sentiment we may compare Eurip. 
Helen: 338. M} rodparric adyéwv HooAduBar’, & ida, ydouc. 
Mosch. Idyl. IV. 65. “H obx are oic¢ éxdpueo0a 76 Sebrarov aiér 
air’ jap Teyvopevore ; x. 7. A. See also Soph. Trach. 960. Anacr. 
Od. xv. 1. Of the construction see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 439. Obs. 


CHAPTER VIL. 
ConTENTs :— Zhe Sermon on the Mount concluded. 


Verse 1. mn xpivere, x. tr. AX. Luke adds, ch. vi. 37. pj) Kata- 
OucaGere, Kal ov pr) KatadicacOare. Hence it appears that our 
Lord here reproves the rash judgment, which men are so apt to 
pass upon others, condemning them precipitately, and frequently 
when they are themselves more guilty than those whom they 
think fit to censure. Compare James ii. 13. where EXzo¢ is op- 
posed to xpisic. ‘The Jews were highly criminal in this respect, 
though many excellent maxims in regard to the error are to be 
- found in the Talmudistic writings. There is also’a similar sen- 
timent in Isocrat. tn 4iginet. p. 778. cai tovobrove por yevéobar 
dickaotac Séopat, olwy ep av avrol ruxeiv abwonre. So Cic. in 
Ver. Il. 1. Qué stbe hoc sumpsit, ut corrigat mores aliorum, 
atque peccata reprehendat, huic quis ignoscat, si qua in re ipse 
a religione officit aberraverit? It is clear that forensic judgment 
is not included in our Lord’s admonition. Macknient, Wuirsy, 
Kuinoet. Of the various readings in v. 2. see Horne’s Introd. 
A II. p. 349. The clause is proverbial. Compare Hor. Epist. 

he 98; 


Ver. 3. td Kxapgpoc. E. T. the mote, i. e. an atom, such as 
those which float in the sun-beams. But it should rather be 
rendered a splinter, by which means the analogy between xdap- 
goc and doxdc is preserved. Hesych. xapgoc’ xepata Ebdou 
Aswrh. The expression is proverbial, and of frequent occurrence 
in the ‘Talmud, so that there is no authority for the supposition 
that the words are employed to denote certain disorders of the 
eye. The classical student will recognise the following parallels. 
Menand. Fragm. p. 214. Ovdsie ag’ abrov ra kaka ovvood, 
Ilaupirs, Sapwe, éréoov 8 aocxnuovouvtog dwerat. Plutarch. 
de Curiosit. p. 515. Ti adAddro.ov, AvOowre Backavdrate, kaxdy 
o€vcepxeic, 7b 8 iSiov wapasrérec ; Sosicrates, ap. Stob. "Aya- 
Oot 8 rd Kakdv toner 2p’ Erépwv ideiv, Adroi 8 brav TWOLWMEV, OV 
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yryveoxopev, Horat. Sat. 1. 3,25. Cum tua pervideas oculis mala 
lippus inunctis, Cur in amicorum vitiis tam cernis acutum » Quam 
aut aquila, aut serpens Epidaurius. Seneca, de vita beata, §. 27, 
Papulas observatis alienas, obsiti_ulceribus. Cic. Tusc. Quest. 
III. 30. Proprium est stultitie, aliorum vitia cernere, oblivisci suo- 
rum. Grotius, Lieutroor, Kurnoet, AtBert.—{[Doppriner. | 


Ver. 4. apec, 2xBadw. For similar instances of the omission 
of iva before the subjunctive, see my note on Eurip. Phoen. 734. 
Pent. Gr. p. 346. 


Ver. 6. py SGre 7d Gytov «7. X. The connection between 
this verse and those which precede and follow it, if, indeed, any 
such connection exists, is not very discernible. It has been 
conjectured from the circumstance that most of the precepts 
contained in this Sermon are found scattered throughout St. 
Luke’s Gospel, that no such Discourse was ever delivered by 
our Lord, but that it was compiled by St. Matthew from the 
various sayings of Christ which he uttered during his ministry. 
But the opening and closing declarations of the Evangelist are 
in direct opposition to such a conclusion, and it will readily be 
admitted, that occasions would arise in which precepts of such 
general importance might advantageously be repeated. Neither 
is it to be expected, that in admonitions of such extensive appli- 
cation each would arise immediately out of the preceding, in an 
uninterrupted connection; and, accordingly, many of them may 
perhaps be considered as detached rules of Christian conduct. 
In the present instance, indeed, the dogs and swine have been 
supposed to mean those censorious and harsh judging persons 
against whom our Lord’s last admonition is directed. But it is 
better, perhaps, to understand the terms of those who resist and 
despise the Gospel generally; as the Jews, Acts xiii. 41. 46. 
and the Scribes and Pharisees, Matt. ix. 34. xii. 24. Luke vi. 
11, John xi. 47. et passim. Such symbolical expressions are 
frequent in the N. T. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 483. 

Clement Alex. supposes that they were originally so employed 
by the Oriental sages, and thence adopted not only by the He- 
brews, but transported by Pythagoras, who had studied in 
Egypt, into Greece. Homer has employed several terms of re- 
proach of the same description. See Il. Z. 344. and elsewhere. 
The Epanodos in this verse is illustrated in Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. II. p. 490. We have other instances in Matt. xii. 22. 
xxiii, 16. 20. 25, 26. Rom. ii. 12, 13, 14. xiv. 3, 4, 10. 1 Cor. 
vi. 11. Philem. 5. Heb. x. 33, 34, 2 Pet. iii. 4—8.. Wuirsy, 
Grotius, Hammonp. The E. T. renders 7d ayiov that which 
is holy generally; but, as used in conjunction with papyéourac, 
the pearls which are cast to swine, it should seem to denote 

- more particularly something which may be thrown to dogs; a 

portion probably of the flesh of a sacrificed victim. Awénoel in- 
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deed supposes, with Eichhorn, that the word in the Hebrew 
Gospel was originally NWP, which signifies an ear-ring,, Exod. 
xxxii. 2. and would, therefore, be well opposed to peards in this 
place. The Orientals attributed a degree of superstitious sanc- 
tity to these jewels, which may have given rise to the substitution 
of 75 &yvov in the Greek. ‘At all events, it is clear that the doc- 
trines of the Gospel are represented under a metaphor, which 
was often similarly applied by the Jews. Compare Prov. ii. 4. 
xxv. 22, Matt. xiii. 45. KurInoet. 


Ver. 7. airetre, cat SoOhaera juiv' x.7.rX. Ask, and it shall 
be given you; that is, as we learn from vv. 9,10. if we ask 
those things which are expedient, seek what is just and proper, 
and knock with earnestness and faith. We have a similar sen- 
timent in Arrian, Epict. I. 28. IIT. 26. Zhre Kat oS 
Soph. Fragm. ap. Plutarch. de Fortun. p. 98. Ta pév axa 
pav0dvn, ta & cbpera Lyro* 7a S eixta Tapa OeOv yrnoaunv. 
Kyrxe. After the verb xoovere there is an ellipsis of r)y Obeav. 
The omission is supplied in Lwke xiii. 25. Xen. Sympos. I. 11. 
Compare Rev. iii. 20. The same ellipsis occurs with avotyev 
in Matt. xxv. 11. Acts xii. 16. 


Ver. 9. ij tte torw x. tr. X. The particle 7 is used in this place 
simply to mark the continuation of the same subject: as is 
clear from the parallel passage, Luke xi. 11. where 62 is em- 
ployed. The word dvfowmoc is evidently emphatic, and in- 
tended to illustrate the goodness of our heavenly Father by a 
comparison drawn from the conduct of human parents. That it 
is not redundant, as is sometimes the case, appears from its 
situation at the end of the clause. In the end of the sentence 
the adverb ju) is simply interrogative, without implying a nega- 
tion, as in Gen. xviii. 14. xxviii. 37. Judg. ix. 9. 11. 13. 
2 Sam. xiv. 19. Jerem. xxxii. 27. and elsewhere. The illus- 
tration here employed is proverbial, and not confined to the 
Hebrews. A benetit grudgingly given is called by Seneca, de 
Benef. Il. 7. pants lapidosus ; and hence Plautus: Altera manu 
Jfert lapidem, panem ostentat altera. Erasmus has also pre- 
served a Greek proverb, avri mégxne oxopmiov, which is ana- 
logous with that in the following verse. This latter, however, 
is a little varied in Luke xi. 12. The verb airetv, it may be ob- 
served, should properly be joined to a genitive of the person 
with the preposition wapa or 2x, so that the double accusative is a 


Hebraism. Compare Josh. xv. 18. Ezra vii. 21. LXX. Wuitsy, 
CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 11. wovnoot. Some render this adjective wicked gene- 
rally, others avaricious, which latter sense it frequently bears, 
as In Prov. xxiii. 6. and elsewhere. See above, on Matt. vi. 22. 
Perhaps this is preferable; but, at all events, it is justly ob- 
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served by Chrysostom: ravra 8 tAcyev ov KakiZev rd “‘Yyévoe, 
GAXa TOE avridiacTOAy Tie ayabdrnroc tig avrov, scil. Ocov. 
The expression ofdare didévai is a paraphrasis for Sé8ore. So 
Julian. in Anthol. I. 13. 12. wodu} poévac oidev draZav. Pro- 
pert. I. 11. 12. Sciat currere. In the parallel passage, Luke 
xi. 12. for Sduara ayafa we have wvevua ayabdv. Kutnort, 
PALAIRET. 


Ver. 12. wavra otv Scax. 7. X. The particle otv does not 
connect this verse with the preceding. Phavorinus observes 
that it is sometimes an expletive, and merely used to de- 
note transition. It sometimes also indicates a recurrence to a 
subject which has been for some time discontinued; and may, 
therefore, refer to the injunction delivered in v. 1. which is here 
enlarged and generalized. See Hoogeveen. With respect to 
the precept itself, compare Tobit iv. 15. Strac xxxiv. 15. 
In the Talmud we find the Rabbi Hillel exhorting a Gentile 
proselyte to do not that to another which he would hate to be 
done to himself. For this, says he, ts the whole law, and all 
else merely an explanation of it. See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
I..p. 480. The same rule of conduct is also to be met with in 
heathen writers; among others, Isocr. ad Nicocl. Or. 3. “Omep 
od puctic Tap éréowv oor yevéobar, cic érépoug pr) wots. Symma- 
chus: & mdacyovtec bp Etéowy doyiea0e, ravra roic aAXdole mh 
novirs. Compare also Herod. I. 142. VII. 136. Wuirsy, 
WETSTEIN. | 


Ver. 13. stoéXOere Sia Tie orevng muANRC? K. tT. A. Luke xiii. 
24. aywriZecbe ciceAOeiv. Under the figure of a gate, opening 
into a road, which leads to a distant citadel, our Lord represents 
the dangers and difficulties which attend the Christian in his 
entrance upon, and during his progress through, his course of 
earthly probation for the kingdom of heaven. We have a pas- 
sage closely parallel in Cebet. Tab. 12. Oixovy opa¢ Kal Dioav 
TIVa puikpay, Kat 60dv Tia TOO THE Dioac, qiTLe OV mond OxAcirar, 
kal avy dAlyou TopebovTa, aren Ov avodiac TIvde ToaxXelac Kal 
WETPWOOUE Eival Soxet. Arn rolvuv zoriv 7) 600¢ 7) @youca Ted 
Thy aAdnOunjy wadelav’ kal para ye yaern mooceiv. Compare 
Diod. Sic. p. 296. B. Hesiod. Op. D. 285, Xen. Cyrop. Il. 2. 
94, 7Elian. V. H. XIII. 32. Cic. Offic. I. 32. Senec. de Vita 
Beata, c. 1. Sil. Ital. VI. 120. XV. 101. In the next verse, 
for 6r, some MSS. read 7, which Grotius, Campbell, and 
Griesbach, prefer in the sense of &¢. So the Vulg. Quam an- 
gusta porta, $c. supported by several of the early Fathers. If 
the vulgar reading be correct, it should be rendered but; in 
which sense it occurs in Numb. xxvii. 3. 1 Kings xxi. 15. 
2 Kings i. 4. Jerem, xxxv. 7. WHITBY, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 15. Wev8orpogntav. EH, T. False prophets. But oo- 
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ghrne, not only means a prophet, but simply, @ teacher of 
religion. Hence the word evdorpophrne is convertible with 
devdoSiSéexadoc, 2 Pet. ii. 1. So mpopyrebew is, simply, to 
teach, infra v. 22. The formula wpoctxev améd-rwoeg is the same 
with poPééeba ard roc, Luke xii. 4. Compare Deut. xxiii. 9. 
Sirac vi. 13. xi. 33. LXX.—By ivdbuara rpoBarwy, may 
probably be intended the hairy garment, with which the pro- 
phets were usually clothed, (see on Matt. iii. 4.) and which 
is called pndwric, Heb. xi. 37. or the expression may be 
taken, metaphorically, to denote an external appearance of inno- 
cence and piety. The former is the more probable interpre- 
tation. So Horat. Epist. I. 16.46. Introrsum turpem, speciosum 
pelle decora. Compare Acts xx. 29. Ovid. Am. I. 8. 21. 
Horat. Sat. II. 1.65. The preposition év is used in the sense 
which obtains here, in Herod. II. 159. Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 
6. 7. So Ovid. A. A. II. 292. Sive erit in Tyriis, Tyrios 
laudabis amictus. With the epithet domayec, as applied to 
wolves, compare Lycoph. Cass. 1809. Horat. Od. IV. 4. 50. 
KuINoEL, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 16. xapwév. See on Matt. iii. 8. By the fruits, some 
commentators understand the doctrine of these false teachers, 
and others their works. The latter seems the preferable inter- 
pretation; and the evil designs and actions, to which our Lord 
alludes, are frequently reprobated by his Apostles. Compare 
1 Tim. i. 4. iv. 7. vi. 5.-2 Tom. ii. 16. 23. i. 2. Stash 
il, 9. 2 Pet. ii. 3. 10. Jude 4. 8.16. Wuirsy.—[Macxnienr. ] 

Ibid. hte ovAXdEyovow x. t. A. This illustration is prover- 
bial. Theogn. 537. Otre yao tk oxbAdAne pdda beta, ove 
vaxw0oc. Galen. de Curat. ‘O yewoyb¢ ovk av wére Suvioato 
roijoa Tov Barov ixgéoev Pdrovv. Senec. Epist. 87. Non 
nascitur ex malo bonum,non magis quam ficus ex olea. Ad 
semen nata respondent. Compare also Theocr. Idyl. I. 132. Virg. 
Kelog. III.38, VIII. 52. Nemesian. 1.75. Werstern, Kurnogt. 


Ver. 19. way Svdpov x. tr. X. This verse is repeated from 
Matt, iii. 10. in which place the connection is clear and intelli- 
gible. Here, however, it rather impedes the argument, and it 
is not improbably an interpolation. Bowyer. 


Ver. 21. ob mac. Not every one; i.e. no one. So Hom. 
Od. Z. 240. ob ravrwv Oey, The word. xbproc is frequently 
used in the N. T. in the sense of SuddéoxaXoe, (John xiii. 13. 14. 
16.) as the title by which the Jewish rabbis were addressed by 
their disciples. It appears, therefore, from this and the follow- 
ing verse, that the mere outward profession of faith in Christ, as 
our Master and Redeemer, without an active obedience to his 


laws, will avail nothing towards obtaining salvation. A. CLARKE, 
Kurnoe,, Wuirsy. 
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Ver, 22. &v ixelvn tH tytoa. Scil. tn the day of judgment. 
_ Compare Matt. xi. 24. with Luke x. 12. Many passages may 
be found in the Talmud wherein the Jews adopt a similar mode 
of expression. Scuorrrcen, Werstrin. It appears from 
Origen, contra Cels. I. p. 7. that miracles were performed in 
the name of Christ during the early ages of Christianity by men 
whose lives were inconsistent with the doctrines of the Gospel; 
nor is there any reason to doubt his testimony ; for though mi- 
racles cannot be wrought in confirmation of a false doctrine, 
there is no absurdity in ‘supposing that they may have been per- 
mitted to be wrought by evil men, not indeed in attestation of 
the doctrine or piety of the doer, but of the truth of the religion 
which, however his own practice may contradict his principles, 
he outwardly professes and supports. Thus God prophesied 
truly by the mouth of Balaam, Nwmb. xxiii. and the power of 
healing diseases was given to Judas, in common with the rest of 
the twelve, Matt. x.1. See also Matt. xxiv. 24. Acts xvi. 18. 
xix. 13. Wuirsy, Grortivus. j 


Ver, 23. époroyhow avroic. I will plainly declare to them. 
In this sense the word occurs in Aélian, V. H. II. 4. Herodian, 
Ill. 6, Examples of yeyvéoxev, and the corresponding He- 
brew verb 3, signifying to approve, will be found in Psalm i. 
6. Ixxix. 16. Amos iii. 2. 1 Cor. viii. 3. 2 Tim. ii. 19. The 
clause atoxwpeire aw tuov-K. 7. A. is from Psalm vi. 9. Gro- 
TIUS, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 24. rove Adyoue trobrove. That is, the pure and whole- 
some precepts contained in this and the two preceding chapters. 
The simile here employed by our Lord is fully illustrated in 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 32. 68. 392.; and several of the 
~ same kind, suggested by the peculiarities of the climate of 
Judza, are to be found in the Rabbinical writings. A saying of 
Elisha, the son of Abuja, will furnish a specimen: The man who 
studies much in the law, and maintains good works, is like to a 
man who built a house, laying stones in the foundation, and 
building brick upon them; and though many waters come 
against it, they cannot move it from its place. But. the man 
who studies much in the law, and does not maintain good 
works, is like.to a:man who, in building his house, put bricks 
at the foundation, and laid stones upon-them; so that even 
gentle waters shall overthrow that house. Aboth. Rab. Nath. 
A. CLARKE. * gay 

Ibid. it tiv wérgav. E. T. upon arock. But the article 
seems to denote.something more definite. Now in the parable 
of the Sower, Luke viii. 6. éwi rijv-wérpav signifies. on the rocky 
or ‘stony ground; and it is, therefore, more than probable, that 
in this place also the words have a-‘simjlar meaning, espe- 
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cially as opposed to émt rhv dupov. In Luke, though the moral 
is the same, the illustration is somewhat different, There the 
wise man builds his house, first laying a foundation on the rock; 
the foolish man builds émt rijv yinv, and that too xwptc OeueAfov. 
Mippteron. In the next verse worayot is properly rendered 
floods, or torrents. So xsiuwappo. worauot, Hom, Il. A. 452. e¢ 
passim. HamMMonpD. 


Ver. 29. 2Eovctav Exwv. Some commentators, after Jerome 
and Theophylact, refer this authority, with which Christ spake, 
to his delivering the law in his own name, as the original framer, 
and not the mere interpreter.of it. But this seems to be some- 
what at variance with the declarations made by him upon several 
occasions, that his doctrine was not his own, but his that sent 
him; John vii. 16. xvii. 18. and elsewhere. Hence Lightfoot 
and Whitby suppose that he spoke as a prophet, having au- 
thority from God to deliver his message; not as the scribes, 
who merely interpreted the Scriptures according to the traditions 
of their forefathers. But the word 2€ovaia seems rather to de- 
note the force and power with which he spake: his persuasive 
eloquence, irresistible arguments, and perspicuous statements, so 
different from the trifling and frivolous disputations of the 
doctors and scribes. Hom. Il. I. 689. ‘Qe %pa0 of & doa 
Tavrec axiv éyévovto cowry, Midov ayacoapevor’ pada yap 
Koarep@¢ aydpevos. A. CLARKE, Kurnort, RosENMULLER.— 
[Doppriper, Le Cierc.] After yoaupareic the words kai of 
Pagioaio. are added in several MSS. and Versions, but without 
any probable authenticity. 


Note.—It was observed on y. 6. supra, that many of the pre- 
cepts in the Sermon on the Mount were delivered by our Lord 
upon more than one occasion. The subjoined Table, from Bp. 
Marsh’s Dissertation on the three first Gospels, represents the 
Pa Pakee’s as they are scattered throughout the Gospel of 

>t. Luke. 


MATTHEW. LUKE. MATTHEW. LUKE. 


V. 3-6. VI. 20, 21. } VI. 19—21.| XII. 33, 34. 
11,52. 22, 23. 22, 23. XI. 34—36, 
15. XI. 33. 24. XVI. 13. 
18. XVI. 17. 25—33. | XII. 22—31. 
25, 26. | XII. 58, 59. || VII. 1—5. §} VI. 37—42, 
32. {| XVI. 18. 7—l11. XI. 9—13. 
39—42.| VI. 29, 30. 12. VI. 31. 
4A. 27, 28. - 13. XIII. 24. 
45. 35. 16—21.|. VI.43—46. 
re 47, oes 33 22, 23. | XIII. 25—27, 
. . 24—27,; VI. ° 
VI. 9—13, XI. 2—4, oe 
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CHAPTER VIII. 


Contents :—A Leper cleansed ; yv. 1—4. [Mark i. 40. Luke 
v. 12.] The Centurion’s Servant healed ; 5—13. [Luke vii. 
1.] Peter's Wife's Mother, §c. cured; 14—17. [Mark i. 29, 
Luke iv. 38.] Two Disciples offer themselves; 18—22. 
[Luke ix. 57.] The Tempest stilled ; 23—27. [Mark iv. 35. 
Luke viii. 22.] The Gadarene Demoniac ; 28—34. [Mark 
v. 1. Luke viii. 21.] 


Verse 1, xaraBavre 2 ait. The pronoun is redundant, as 
in Matt. iv. 16. The construction may also be explained, as a 
substitution for the genitive absolute. It occurs again infra v. 5. 
and Matt. xxi. 23. 


Ver. 2. Kipue, tav Oédne, x. tr. X. ~The vocative Kips was a 
usual form of address among the Jews, where the person was 
unknown. Compare John iv. 19. xii. 21. xx. 15. So also 
among the Latins: Senec. Epist. 3. obvios, st nomen non suc- 
currit, dominos salutamus. Martial. Epigr. I. 113. Cum te non 
nossem, dominum regemque vocabam ; Cum bene te novi, jam 
mihi Priscus eris.. The leper, therefore, may possibly have looked 
upon Christ merely as a prophet sent from God, with the power 
of working miraculous cures, at the same time that he was not 
certified as to his being the Messiah. Nevertheless, the word is 
continually employed in the most sacred sense, as equivalent to 
the Hebrew 9378, Adoni, and, consequently, may have been so 
used in the present instance. Grotius, LE CLerc, KuINoEt. 
There is a peculiar humility and modesty in the manner of the 
leper’s address, evincing the highest respect for the character, 
and the most confident assurance of the power of Christ. Com- 
pare Wisd. Sol. xii. 18. The following are also instances of 
similar delicacy ; Arrian, Epict. III. 10. Appian, B. G. III. p. 
871. Arist. T. II. p. 417. Horat. Epod. XVII. 45. Sat. II. 6. 39. 
Wersrein. Of the Leprosy, and the Levitical law respecting it, 
- see Horne’s Introd. Vol. ILI. Part ITT. Ch. 5. Sect. 2. §. 4. and 


note, p. 292. 


Ver. 3. ipbaro. The same legal impurity is attached to those 
who touched an unclean person, or a dead body, as to those who 
were actually infected. Hence it has been inferred, in opposi- 
tion to Gal. iv. 4. that Christ was not under the law. But miracu- 
lous cures, such as that performed by Elijah, 1 Kéngs xvii. 19. and 
Elisha, 2 Kings iv. 34. were clearly exempted from the ritual in- 
junctions. Besides, the touch and the cure in the present in- 
stance were simultaneous; so that no impurity could have been 


incurred. WuitTsBy, GROTIUS. 
VOL, I. H 
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Ver. 4. 80a undevi eimnc. Of the nature and design of our 
Lord’s miracles in general, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. Ch. IV. 
Sect. 2. and of his reasons for enjoining secresy in particular 
cases, ibid. p. 235. In the present instance, it is probable that 
the injunction only extended till he had submitted himself to the 
inspection of the priest, whose office it was to declare him clean. 
The immense multitude which must have been witnesses of the 
miracle, upon the supposition that it occurred in the order of St. 
Matthew’s narrative, is wholly inconsistent with any idea of pre- 
venting its publicity; so that the object in view seems to have 
been to keep the priest in ignorance of the transaction, lest his 
jealousy should induce him to deny the reality of the cure. Gro- 
TIus, KurnoEx. It has been supposed, however, that the real 
date of this miracle is prior to the Sermon on the Mount; and 
that the Evangelist deferred the relation of it, together with that 
of some others which were performed in the early part of our 
Lord’s ministry, for the purpose of placing the Sermon in a pro- 
minent point of view, and of giving in succession, at the close of 
the discourse, a series of the miracles, of which he had spoken 
in general terms immediately before its commencement. This 
supposition is considerably supported by the improbability of 
meeting with a leper in so great a concourse of people as are said 
to have been assembled on the Mount; not to mention that the 
injunction of secresy, which must otherwise be limited, is given 
in as general terms, and apparently with the same intention, as 
upon any other of the occasions when our Lord thought proper to 
enforce it. The place which the event holds in St, Luke’s nar- 
rative is also in favour of this conclusion, since there is no reason 
for supposing, with some commentators, that the Evangelists 
have recorded two different transactions. . Ligutroot, NEw- 
come.—[DoppripcGE, Macxnient.] 

Ibid. sig papripiov avroic. There is considerable differ- 
ence of opinion respecting the import of these words; some re- 
ferring the pronoun adroi¢ to the priests, and others to the 
people ; now the priest was but one, igoet, whereas av’rote is in 

the plural; and though the singular may be explained in a col- 
lective sense as indicating the whole body, still it is clear that 
the offering could not be for a testimony to them, since they had 
ocular evidence of his purity from inspection in private, before 
the man was permitted to make the oblation in the Temple. 
The ceremony consequent upon this permission was the public 
testimony to the people that the man’s uncleanness was removed, 
and that he was no longer secluded from their society. The an- 
tecedent, therefore, to the pronoun them, though not expressed, 
is easily supplied by the sense. This attestation to the cure 
would also be a testimony to the divine mission of Christ, who 
had effected it; in which sense the word papripiov is most 
generally “mPly Shan N. T. Compare Matt. x. 18. xi. 5. 
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xxiv. 14. Luke ix. 5. It was allowed by the Rabbins that curing 
the leprosy would be one of the characteristics of the Messiah. 
Campsett, Wurrsy, A. CLARKE, Hammonp.—[RosEnMULLER. ] 
Kuinoel considers that the testimony was intended to be pro- 


duced against the priests, should they be subsequently induced to 
_ deny the cure. 


Ver. 5. wpoondPev ate éxarévrapxoc, kK. t. AX. Some com- 
mentators have imagined that this miracle is different from that 
which is recorded in Luke vii. 1. but the extraordinary similarity 
of the circumstances connected with each cannot plausibly be 
accounted for upon any other supposition than that of identity. 
The supposed points of difference between the two Evangelists 
are these: 1. St. Matthew relates the cure of the Centurion’s 
son, waic; St. Luke of his servant, SovAoc: 2. The Centurion 
in St. Matthew is said to solicit for himself what in St. Luke he 
solicits by the intervention of his friends: 3. It does not appear 
from St. Matthew that the Centurion was a proselyte. Now, 
not to mention that atc is actually interchanged with dovAoc in 
Luke vii. 7. it is well known that the Hebrews were accustomed 
to soften down the name of servant into that of son, as in Gen. 
xxii. 5. Judg. ix. 54. 2 Sam. ii. 14. xv. 14. 2 Kings x. 5. where 
the LXX have waic or waidégiov. The same usage prevailed 
also among the Greeks and Romans. Compare Aristoph. Ran. 
192. Anacr. Od. XXXVI. 9. Horat. Od. I. 38.1. II. 11. 18. 
Propert. III. 23. 23. Pollux III. 8. xkadovvrar raidec of SovAor 
mapa toic “Artuoic. With regard to the persons by whom the 
request was made to Jesus, it is to be observed, that the Jews 
were wont to look upon a thing which was done at their desire, in 
the same light as if it were done by themselves. Thus in Mark 
x. 35. the sons of Zebedee are represented as preferring a request 
to Christ, which, according to Matt. xx. 20. was really preferred 
in their name by their mother. Lastly, although it does not im- 
mediately follow from St. Matthew’s account that the Centurion 
was a proselyte, there is still nothing from which the contrary 
can be inferred; so that it may fairly be concluded that one 
Evangelist has given a fuller account than the other of the same 
transaction. At the same time, it is sufficiently evident from the 
declaration of our Lord in v. 10., that the Centurion was not an 
Israelite by birth. Wuirsy, Grorius, Licutroor, Hammonn, 
~ Kurnoet.—[Macxnient. | 


Ver. 6. BéBAnra. Decumbit; i.e. ts laid forth without 
power of motion. Compare infra v. 14. Exod. xxi. 18. LXX. 
There is an ellipsis of éi rij¢ kAtvne, as appears from Matt. ix. 2. 
Mark: vii. 30. Licutroot, Kuinort. The verb Bacavifey sig- 
nifies fo torture, from Bacavoc, which denotes properly a Lydian 
stone, upon which metals were eae (Pind, Pyth. X, 105.) 
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‘and thence, an instrument of torture. It has been observed, 
however, that the palsy, or paralysis, is not attended with pain, 
so that BacaviZdpuevoc should rather be rendered afflicted. But 
it appears from Celsus and Areteus, that apoplexy was also 
élassed under the head of paralysis ; and it is certain that there 
are cases in which the patient suffers considerable pain. Compare 
1 Mace. xii. 55,56. LXX. RosENMULLER, KuinoEet.—[CampP- 
BELL, HammonD. | 


Ver. 8. sit A6yy. This is unquestionably the true reading, 
and it has the support ofa very great number of MSS., versions, 
and Fathers. Hence, it is received by Griesbach instead of cin? 
Adyov. Euthymius explains it by év Aéyy py. So Terent. 
And. I. 1. Quin tu uno verbo dic, guid est, quod me velis. 
WersteIn, Kurnogt. Of ixavde in the sense of a&coc, see on 
Matt. iii. 11. and compare John i. 27. 


Ver. 9. bd Lovotav. Scil. racoduevoc. This same participle 
is omitted in Acts viii. 27. xii. 20. In the parallel passage, 
Luke vii. 8., the ellipse is supplied: so also in Diod. Sic. p. 201. 
B. odk joav bd play yyeuoviay reraypévor. The noun 2Sovela 
is used in the abstract for the concrete. Compare Rom. xiii. 1. 
with v. 3. and Luke xii. 11. with Matt. x. 18. Kurnor,. Of 
the discipline here alluded to, and the argument employed, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. ILI. pp. 223. 225. 


Ver. 10. ov8 tv rp IopanA x. 7. X. The faith of the Cen- 
turion, which elicited this declaration from our Lord, consisted 
in the just conception which he entertained of the miraculous 
power with which he was endued. It is probable that the idea 
which he thus formed of Christ originated in the cure which had 
been effected some time before upon the nobleman’s son, who dwelt 
at this same place, Capernaum, at the distance of a day’s journey 
from Cana, where the miracle was performed. KurnoEt, Mack- 
nicHT. Of the various notions affixed to the word rioric, faith, 
in the N. T., see, for the present, Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 
733. It will be necessary to notice its theological application 
more particularly in the notes on the Epistle to the Romans. 
With the proper name "IopaA there is an ellipse of the word 
Aagy. Compare Acts xiii. 23, 24. So also Matt. xv. 24, xxvii. 
42. Mark xv. 32. Luke i. 68. vii. 9. et passim. Sometimes 


oixoc would be more properly supplied from Matt. x. 6. See 
Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 153. 


Ver. 11. amb avarordy cai Suopdv. Scil. jAfov. In Luke 
xill. 29. are added the words cat a5 Bopp kat Nérov. Both 
expressions are equally applied to denote from all quarters: of 
the world. Compare Josh. i. 4. 15. Psal. lvii. Xen. Cyrop. I. 
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1. 3. Of the Jewish custom of reclining at meals, alluded to in the 
verb avaxAfveca, see Horne, Vol. III. pp. 397. 448. and my note 
on Hom. Il. I. 218. Judith xii. 15. LXX. avaxdXtvecOar cic 7d ia- 
Oiew. From the exalted faith evinced by the Centurion, our 
Lord takes occasion to declare the merciful purpose which God 
entertained towards the Gentiles, of admitting them on equal 
terms with the believing Jews, into a participation of the pro- 
mises made to Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, from which the un- 
believing Israelites would be excluded. This he expresses under 
the familiar representation of a sumptuous feast, agreeably to the 
custom of the Jews, who were wont to pourtray the rewards of 
the righteous by the same figure. Compare Matt. xxii. 1. Luke 
xiv. 15. Rev. xix. 9. So in the Talmud: Thus saith the God 
of Israel: Ye offer me shew-bread and sacrifice in this life : 
and in the world to come I will spread for you a great table, 
which the Gentiles shall see and be ashamed. And though the 
joys of heaven be all of a spiritual kind, the metaphor is not only 
appropriate, but necessary ; since it is only by similitudes taken 
from this life, that our condition in the next can be brought to the 
level of our understanding. The same manner of speaking was 
also in use among the Greeks, who represent Tantalus and [xion 
as feasting with the gods, thereby denoting the height of human 
felicity. Hence Empedocles, speaking of the state of the just : 
’"ADavadroie &AXoiow Spéorior, év 6 roaméCaic Evvec. LEpictet. 
Enchirid. 21. goy wor? rév Oedv a&toc oupwérne. But in order 
to understand more fully the figure here employed, it is to be 
observed, that these banquets were usually made at night, and 
thence called cane convivales. 'They were frequently pro- 
tracted to a late hour, and the houses were accordingly illumi- 
nated with great splendour. See Athen. XV. p. 699. and Plu- 
tarch, Symp. IV. 93. While the guests, therefore, were sur- 
rounded with a blaze of light, those who were excluded were in 
darkness without, which was rendered more abundantly gloomy 
by the profusion of light within. It is necessary to observe, 
further, that the guests entered by a gate which was closed as 
soon as the company invited had arrived; nor was it re-opened 
to any who came too late. Compare Matt. xxv. 11. Luke xii. 
24, 25. John x. 1. Hence it should seem that those who were 
shut out were not only involved in darkness, but exposed to 
hunger, cold, and mortification, which our Lord represents by 
weeping, and wailing, and gnashing of teeth, as emblematic of 
the wretched state of those who are excluded from the privilege 
of the Gospel here, and its promises hereafter. We may ob- 
serve, lastly, that the assurance here held out to the Gentiles 
was in direct opposition to the Rabbinical doctrine that all 
Israel should have a portion in the world to come ; but that the 
heathen should be fuel for Hell fire. Pirk Eliezer, IX. 4. 
Wuitsy, Macxnicut, Le CLirc, SCHOETTGEN. . Another in- 


Ghmiversitv of Southern Ca Honm) 


102 MATTHEW VIII. 12, 14 16. 


terpretation is given in Horne’s Introd, Vol. III. p. 433. which 
is thes applicable to Matt. xxii. 13. See also Vol. III. Part 
III. Ch. 2. Sect.1.§.1. 


Ver. 12. oi viot rig Baowrelac. The Jews; who were the 
chosen people of God, and to whom an admission into the Gospel 
kingdom was first offered. The word vidc is here used, like the 
Hebrew 32, ben, to’ denote a person possessing some kind of 
property in the thing denoted by the noun to which it is pre- 
fixed. So Luke x. 6. 6 vide rie ciphync. Compare Psalm xl. 
10. Ixxxviii. 12. cil. 21. Kurnorx. At first sight, the insertion 
of the article before khavOus¢ and Bovyyoc may appear arbi- 
trary, but the expression occurs in the N. T. seven times in 
the same form, and the reason is easily discovered. The weep- 
ing and gnashing of teeth spoken of is that of the persons last 
mentioned ; and the sense is, There shall they weep and gnash 
their teeth. Without the article the preposition would have 
asserted only that some persons should there weep, which is all 
that the E. 'T. expresses, but which falls short of the real mean- 
ing. Mippteton. The word &pq in v. 13, signifies a moment, 
or instant of time. The expression is équivalent to eibiwe, 
supra v. 3.: with a numeral adjective, however, it means an 
hour, properly, as in John xi. 9. Acts ii. 15. CAMPBELL. 


Ver, 14. BeBAnuévnv. See on v. 6.—evOeodv. See the 
Lexicon to my Pent. Gr, v. yauBodc. Peter was a native of 
Bethsaida, from whence he removed, with his brother Andrew, 
to Capernaum, probably in consequence of his marriage with a 
woman of that place. Of the several particulars of his life, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 445. We have no positive evi-- 
dence in the N. T, that any other of the Apostles were married, 
except Peter; though it seems highly probable from 1 Cor. ix. 5. 
that such was the case. Ignatius, in-his interpolated Epist. ad 
Phil. §. 4. speaks of Peter and Paul, and other Apostles; and 
St. Basil, rept amorayic Biov, T. II. p. 234. of St. Peter and the 
rest of the Apostles, as being married. Omnes Apostoli, says St. 
Ambrose, on 1 Cor. xi, exceptis Johanne et Paulo, uxores habuisse 
dicuntur. Other testimonies might also be adduced; but the 
single instance of St, Peter is sufficient proof that the Romish 
Church have no apostolical authority for imposing celibacy on 
their priests. It is the observation of Theophylact, that marriage 
is no hindrance to virtue, since the chief of the Apostles had his 
wife. Wuirsy. Of the verb cuakoveiv, in the next verse, see 
on Matt. iv. 11. For abroie, a great number of MSS. read 
avr@, and they are supported by the principal versions, and 
several of the Fathers. 


Ver. 16. opiac yevouévnc. That is, after sun-set; for at 
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that time the sabbath, on which day these events happened, 
(Mark i. 21.) ended. See Horne, Vol. III. p. 304. Hence 
the Rabbins say: the sabbath doth not enter, but when the sun 
as set. Wuirsy, Licutroot. The expression éPddAev AdSyy, 
may be aptly illustrated by Cic. Catil. Or. 2. Ego vehemens ille 
consul, qui verbo cives in exilium ejicio, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 17. 8twe tAnpwOh x. tr. A. The citation is from Isaiah 
liii. 4. in which sublime chapter are prophetically described the 
propitiatory sufferings of Christ for the sins of the world. But 
because the Apostle has applied the words more immediately to 
the healing of the sick, some commentators have concluded that 
they were merely cited as an accommodation, and not accord- 
ing to the sense of the prophet. Since, however, the Jews con- 
sidered sickness and disease as the temporal punishment of sin, 
and our Lord himself, in accordance with this opinion, frequently 
said to those whom he healed, “ Thy sins be forgiven thee,” 
the prophecy may have had its first fulfilment in the removal of 
bodily infirmities, and have been more completely accomplished 
in the full remission of our sins, by the sacrifice on the cross. 
Wuirtsy, Grotius. The Socinians have made use of the passage, 
as cited by St. Matthew, to invalidate the doctrine of the Atone- 
ment; asserting, that it simply relates to the removal of diseases, 
without any reference to a propitiatory sacrifice. In support of 
this assertion, they argue that the word: Gaoracev signifies he 
bore away, he removed ; without the idea of bearing in person ; 
and the word avréc, himself, is entirely overlooked in the Uni- 
tarian version. Schleusner also, though he has rightly inter- 
preted the passage, has attempted to give Baordfw the sense of 
tollo, upon the authority of John xii. 16. xx. 15. where porto 
is clearly the more suitable interpretation. The other instances 
which he has cited, do not apply: and, if they did, BaordZew is 
expressed in Isaiah liii. 4. by the Hebrew 52D, which occurs 
only'six times in the O. T. in the active voice, and always in the 
sense of portare. It should seem also, that aoBevetac and vdaoug, 
as well as their corresponding Hebrew words, may be under- 
stood to relate to bodily infirmities, and mental maladies respec- 
tively, so that the first clause will relate to diseases removed, the 
latter to sufferings personally endured. Nor is it surprising that 
so distinguishing a character of the Messiah, as that of his 
healing all manner of diseases with a word,—a character too, 
which Isaiah himself has depicted so strongly in chap. xxx. 5. 
that our Saviour quotes his very words in proof of his Messiah- 
ship, (Matt. xi. 4,)—should be introduced in a place where his 
main object was to represent the plan of our redemption by means 
of Christ’s sufferings; more particularly as the Jews connected 
the ideas of sin and disease, so that an allusion to the one would 
naturally suggest the mention of the other. That the Evangelist,. 
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on the other hand, though speaking more immediately of bodily 
diseases, should, at the same time, cite the latter member of the 
prophecy, which relates to the propitiatory sacrifice of Christ, 
will appear equally reasonable from the consideration, that the 
healing of bodily distempers, would naturally suggest the more 
important object of the Messiah’s mission; that of saving men 
from their sins. RENNELL, MAGEE. 


Ver. 18. sic rd wépav. To the opposite side ; scil. of the lake 
of Gennesareth, (Luke viii. 22.): whence he proceeded to the 
country of the Gergesenes: v. 28. Let it be remarked, that 
crossing this lake does not always denote sailing from the east 
side to the west, or inversely; though the river Jordan, both 
above and below the lake, ran southwards. The lake was of 
such a form, that, without any impropriety, it might be said to be 
crossed in other directions, even by those who kept on the same ~ 
side of the Jordan. Camppett. Upon the present, and other 
occasions, our Lord seems to have avoided keeping the multitude 
together, in order to prevent any appearance of sedition; a cau- 
tion, which Pilate’s readiness to receive any information relative 


to tumultuary proceedings rendered highly necessary. See 
Joseph. Ant. XVII. Lz Cierc. 


Ver. 19. sig yoapparetc. The numeral éic is here used for 
the indefinite pronoun rig, as in Luke v. 12. xxi. 19. John vi. 19. 
xx. 7. The usage is explained as an Hebraism; (see Gen, 
xxvii. 44, LXX.) but it is sanctioned by the best Greek writers. 
Plutarch. de Audit. p. 46. ic 2yéXacev. Lucian. in Demonact. 
p- 1012. tva yde Boy kuvikdy. So unus in Latin: Terent. 
And. I. 1. 91. Forte unam aspicio adolescentulam. KyPxeE, 
WertstTEIN. It should seem that this Scribe was induced by 
interested motives, and with a view to the pleasures and profits 
of Christ’s kingdom, the nature of which he did not comprehend, 
to become his disciple. Our Lord at once checks his ardour, by 
assuring him that he was not likely to better his worldly condition 
by following one, who had not where to lay his head. This ex- 
pression the reader will find illustrated in Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. 
p- 334, The forwardness of the Scribe, however, though from 4 
wrong motive, appears to have aroused the negligence of a par- 
ticular disciple, who would have excused himself from attending 
upon Jesus, till the death of his father. Now the duty of super- 
intending the obsequies of a parent was considered of the 
highest importance by the Jews, and, indeed, by the ancients in 
general. See Tobit vi. 15. Joseph. adv. Apion. II. 27. Hom. 
Od. B. 201. The disciple’s father, therefore, though probably 
advanced in years, was not so near his end, perhaps, as his son 
Imagined; so that the case was not so urgent, as to interfere 
with the more important concerns of the Gospel. Compare 
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1 Kings ix. 20. Clemens Alex. has preserved a tradition, that 
Philip was the person here alluded to; but the name of disciple 
was common to all who professed to believe in Christ; so that it 
may have been merely one of those, who were constant attendants 
upon his preaching. See John vi. 66. Macxnicut, Le Cizrc, 
Grorius. The history here recorded is related by St. Luke, during 
our Lord’s journey through Samaria: ch. ix. 57. It seems, 
however, to have happened in the order of St. Matthew's narra-- 
tive; and to have been introduced by St. Luke into the place 
which it holds in his Gospel, on account of its affinity to the 
subject. Grorrus.—[Macknicut. | 


~ Ver. 20. ai aXémexee x. r. X. Plutarch has a similar senti- 
ment in T. Gracch. p. 828. C. ra piv Onola ra thy "IraXlav 
veudpsva Kal pwAsdy Exel, Kal KolTalov zo7ly abTaov Exéor, Kat 
KaTadvceec’ Toic bt trio “Iradiac paxopuévoic kat aToOvhcxovow 
aipo¢ Kat pwrdc, GAAov 8 ovdévoc, péreotiV, GAN dorKoe Kat 
avidpurot pera Texvev wAavGvTa. The noun gdwAsd¢ signifies 
a den, or lair, of a wild beast. Hesych. gwAsdc* orhAaov, ob 
ta Onpia comara. Compare Theocr. Idyl. I. 115. XXIV. 83. 
Pausan. VIII. 16. Apoll. Bibl. I. 9. 11. lian. V. H. VI. 3. 
Also, xaracxivwore does not imply a nest, but simply a place of 
shelter; a perch, or roost. Thus the verb catacxnvovy is used 
in Matt. xiii. 32. Luke xiii. 19. of birds perching, and taking 
shelter upon branches. WETSTEIN, KurnoEL, CAMPBELL. 
Ibid. 6 vide rot avOodrov. This title, as applied by Christ 
to himself, occurs seventeen times in St. Matthew, twelve times 
in St. Mark, twenty-one times in St. Luke, and eleven times in 
St. John; in all, sixty-one times, and always with this pecu- 
liarity, that it is always so used by Christ himself, and never by 
any other person. There is a single exception, in ets vii. 56. 
where it is so applied by the martyr Stephen. In the O. T. two 
of the prophets, Daniel and Ezekiel, are called sons of men; by 
which they were reminded, that, although they were instruments 
in the hands of God, and had obtained great favour in his sight, 
still there was an immeasurable distance between them and their 
Maker. But in the N. T. the title belongs to Christ, kar’ é€o- 
xiv, as is clear from the corresponding term, 6 vide rov Ozov, 
(see on Matt. iv. 3.) in connexion with which, it clearly proves, 
that after some manner or other, to us unknown at present, he 
united in his person the human and divine natures; thus entirely 
subverting the directly opposite tenets both of Gnostics and Soci- 
nians. The title itself is evidently taken from Dan. vii. 13. 
where eternal dominion is ascribed to Christ, as being the Son 
of Man; and from this prophecy, the Jews expected that their 
Messiah would assume the appellation. Aben Esra has this. 
saying of the Rabbi Joshua; He, who cometh as the Son of 
Man, is Messiah; and this is a sure thing. Hence it appears, 
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that although the name is assumed by Christ, in reference to his 
humiliation, in taking upon him our flesh, it was still in itself an 
appellation of the most exalted dignity. Panny, Macknieur, 
ScHOETTGEN, &c, 


Ver, 22. ade rove vexpov¢ k. T. X. The dead, oi vexpot, are 
frequently in Scripture those, who are dead in trespasses and 
sins: as Eph. ii, 1. Col. ii. 13. 1 Tim. v. 6. Rev. iii. 1. The 
same metaphor was employed by the Grecian sages. Clem. 
Alex. 4. év 77 BapBapw prosogia vexpove KkaAovot TOUC derre- 
advrac THv Soypatwr, kai kaburordEavrac Tov vovY ToC TaBeor 
yuxucoic. Hence Soph. Ant. 1165. rac yap aovae Oray 
Tpodwow dveoec, ob TLOnw zy@ Ziv rovrov, adX’ Ewpuxov nyov- 
pat vexodv. In the present passage, the word, by a common 
rhetorical figure, bears a different meaning in the beginning of 
the sentence, from that which it bears in the end; so that the 
import is: Let the spiritually dead, who are insensible to the 
concerns of the soul and eternity, employ themselves in burying 
those: who are naturally dead. Of this figure, which is called 
antanaclasis, there are several instances in the Scriptures. See 
Psalm xviii. 26. Isaiah \xv. 11. Jerem. xxxiv. 17. Matt. v. 19. 
xii. 50. Rom. xiv. 13. 1 Cor. viii. 2. Gal. iv. 9. Rev. xxii. 18, 19. 
Juvencus, in his Hist. Evang. II. 23. thus translates this passage: 
Et sine defunctis defunctos condere terra. The expression was 
probably proverbial. Wuirsy, Grotius, ALBERT, PALAIRET. 


Ver. 24. csopdc. A tempest. So Jerem. xxiii. 19. LXX. 
The word more properly denotes an earthquake; as in Luke 
xxiv. 7. Xen. Hellen. IV. 7. 4. but it is also used of a storm at 
sea, and is convertible with AatAap. Compare Mark iv. 37. 
Luke viii. 23. Virg. AEn. I. 135. Motos componere luctus. 
Grotius, Kurnoret. The sudden squalls, and as sudden calms, 
with which the lake of Gennesareth is visited, (see Horne’s In- 
trod. Vol. III. p. 40.) have tempted some of the German com- 
mentators to hazard an opinion, that there was nothing miraculous 
in the transaction here related. But though the wind may cease 
on a sudden, the agitation of the water will not immediately 
subside: so that the instantaneous calm was an undeniable proof 
of the miracle. It remains also for such reasoners to prove, that 
our Lord was aware that the tempest was then about to cease in 
the instant; and to account for the terror of his disciples, and 
their consequent wonder at the cessation of the storm. To still 
the raging of the sea, was always looked upon as an operation ~ 
of the Deity: and it was doubtless the decisive exercise of this 
power, that called forth the expression of admiration in v. 27, 
Compare Psalm lxv. 7. cvii. 25. Wurrsy, Kurnoen, Jortin.. 


Ver, 25. iyyeipav abrév. Scil. 2& trvov. The ellipsis is com- 
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pleted in Hom. Il. E, 422.—In several of the best MSS. airow 
is wanting, nor is it required, as the article of itself inyolves the 
sense of the possessive pronoun. The Vatican also, and some 
versions, omit paOnrat, probably from a like omission in Mark 
iv. 38. Luke viii. 24. Werrstern, Grizspacu. In the following 
verse the word éAryémioror seems to imply a want of confidence, 
which his disciples ought not to have entertained, after witnessing 
the divine power which he had already exercised. Since his 
miracles had previously been confined to the cure of diseases, 
they probably feared lest he should be unable to subdue the fury 
of the elements. Hence, we perceive an additional cause for the 
exclamation, wotamdée¢ ioriw ovroc, x. tT. A. Qualis quantusque 
sit, §c. The verb émiriuav, it may be remarked, signifies not 
only to rebuke ; but to restrain, to quell. Compare Luke iv. 35. 
Psalm xviii. 17. Ixviii. 31. civ. 7, LXX. Luke iv. 35. 39. In 
the parallel passage of Mark, the expression is: eime rp Oadaoon, 
ow7a. Macknicut, KuINOEL, 


Ver, 28. Tepyeonver. It is not improbable that Origen intro- 
duced this reading upon mere conjecture. Before his time, the 
copies, for the most part, varied between Isoacnvwy and Tada- 
envev. Now Gerasa, according to Origen, (T. IV. p. 140.) 
was a city of Arabia, ovre 0aXaccay ovre Niuvnv TAnsiov Exovca. 
Several of the commentators are in favour of Casapnvey, as in 
Mark vy. 1, Luke viii. 6.; and the distance of Gadara from the 
border of the lake was not so great as to authorize its rejection. 
According to Joseph. B. J. V. 3. from Gadara to Tiberias, 
which lay on the opposite side of the lake, was a distance of 
sixty stadia; and the width of the lake, on the same authority, 
was forty stadia; so that the distance of the city from the water- 
side, will be less than two and a half English miles. Where, then, 
is the improbability, allowing it were even twice that distance, 
that the news of the miracle here recorded, should be carried 
thither immediately? Still I'seyeonvev may be the true reading, 
without producing any discrepancy in the narratives of the Evan- 
gelists; Matthew giving the general name of the country, in which 
Gadara was comprehended. See Horne’s Geographical Index. 
Somewhat similar is the promiscuous use of the names Argos and 
Mycene by the Greeks; and the confusion of the neighbouring 
towns of Pharsalia and Philippi by the Latins. See Elmsley on 
Eurip. Herac. 188, Heyne on Virg. Georg. I. 489. Wurrsy, 
Kurnoeu. Of the nature and design of this miracle, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. I. p. 246. With respect to its moral application, it 
is well observed by Mr. Jones, of Nayland, that sin in man is 
what the devil is in a demoniac: and it is clear that a man may 
be under the dominion of a legion of evil passions at once. It 
is supposed by those who deny the reality of deemoniacal posses- 
sion, that the person here cured was merely a maniac, labouring, 
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erhaps, under the disease called Lycanthropia; of which see 
orne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 515. But it seems impossible to 
apply the terms which the Evangelist employs in any other than 
a personal sense; and, at all events, the effect produced upon 
the swine, cannot be explained upon any such hypothesis. It 
is worse than idle to talk of gregarious animals being seized with 
sudden panics; and with respect to the opinion, which has been 
maintained by some, that the swine were driven down the pre- 
cipice by the maniacs, it is sufficient to reply, that the words of 
the Evangelists will not bear the construction. Indeed, it is 
more than probable, that part of our Lord’s object in consenting 
to the request of the demoniac, was to prove the reality of such 
possessions, and to shew the power and malignity which the 
dgmon exercised over the possessed. In addition to what has 
been said before (p. 55.) of daemonism in general, we may observe, 
that the witnesses of our Lord’s miracles entertained no doubt as 
to its true character; since they looked upon the devils as a set 
of inferior agents, of whom Beelzebub was chief. Matt. xii. 24. 
Wuitsy, Doppripce.—[RosENMULLER.] With respect to the 
apparent discrepancy between St. Matthew, who mentions two. 
-dzemoniacs, and Mark and Luke, who mention only one, it is 
probable that one was more fierce than the other, or that there 
was some circumstance in the cure, which rendered it more re- 
markable. There is a rule of Le Clerc, which may here be ap- 
plied: Qui plura narrat, pauciora amplectitur ; qui pauciora 
memorat, plura non negat.. NewcomME, Hammonp. 

Ibid. prvnystwv. Of the tombs of the Jews, which were 
situated chiefly in desert and mountainous places, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 526. An opinion prevailed among the Jews 
and early Christians, that the departed souls of wicked men 
seized upon the bodies of the living, and made them deemoniacs. 
See Joseph. B. J. VII. 23. Hence it has been imagined, that 
the demons probably frequented the tombs, in order to confirm 
this vain persuasion. But it is more probable that the deemoniac 
took refuge in them as a place of shelter; as it is known that 
wretches in extremity sometimes did the like. Compare Arist. 
Equit. 790. E:sner, Doppripge.—[Hammonp, WETSTEIN. | 

Ibid. yaderot. Fierce, terrible. Hesych. yaXerdc* oxAnode. 
Hom. Od.* T. 201. XaXeroe oé Tic @eooe Saiuwv. Aristot. 
H. A. VI. 18. of tec of ayproe weet tiv Oxelav xYaXerwrarol. 
Of the verb icxéev, in the sense of dévac0a, we have an example 
in Gen. xxxi. 29. LXX. Werstein, KurnoEt. 


Ver. 29. ed xaipov. Before the time; i. e. before the day of 
judgment; at which time it was supposed that evil spirits would 
be deprived of their power, and confined for ever with encreased 
torments in the bottomless pit. See-2 Pet. ii. 4. Jude 6. -The 
words kaipd¢ and ypdvog differ in this, that the latter designates 
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any period, however indefinite ; whereas the time denoted by the 
former is definite and fixed. The import of the word Bacavica 
in this place, is illustrated by the expression ec tiv aBvacov 
aveAOsiv, Luke viii. 31. Of the phrase ri netv Kat cot, see Matt. 
Gr. Gr. §. 385. 10. It occurs frequently in the O. T. in refer- 
ence to the troublesome interference of one person in the affairs of 
another. Compare Judg. xi. 12. 2 Sam. xvi. 10. 2 Kings ix. 
18. Ezra iv. 3. Johnii. 4. In some MSS. the word Inaoi is 
omitted. Kurnoren, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 30. waxpav. Scil. 6ddv. E. T. a good way off. Vulg. 
Non longe ; probably from some MS. of which the reading was 
ov yaxoav. Mark and Luke read ixei. In discrepancies of this 
nature, there is more of appearance than reality. In such gene- 
ral ways of speaking, there is always a tacit comparison; and 
the same thing may be denominated far, or not far, according to 
the extent of ground with which, in our thoughts, we compare it. 
The word axpav may, therefore, be very properly rendered at 
some distance ; in which sense the adverb paxpd@ev is used in 
Luke xviii. 13. where the Pharisee and Publican could not have 
been very considerably asunder. Compare also Exod. xxxiii. 7. 
LXX. Diod. Sic. p. 558. E. Rhod. In the same indefinite 
manner the Latins employ procul. Terent. Hecyr. IV. 3. 1. 
Quem cum istoc sermonem habueris procul hine stans accepi. See 
also Liv. X. 8. Virg. Ain. VI. 10. where Servius observes: 
procul, non longe; procul enim est, quod prz oculos, et quod 
porro ab oculis est. CAMPBELL, KUINOEL. 

- Ibid. wod\dGv. About 2000; according to Mark vy. 13. In 
the following verse, for érirpebov piv amedOetv, several MSS. 
have amdéoreAov nuac, which is probably correct; the vulgar 
reading having been substituted in the text, from Mark and 
Luke, in order to sanction the opinion, that our Lord’s answer 
implies assent only, and not command. The same arguments, 
however, which vindicate the justice of the miracle upon the 
former supposition, are equally conclusive in either case; and 
the power of Christ is certainly more clearly demonstrated by 
understanding the words in the sense of a positive mandate. 
Griessacu, A.CiarKxe. Of the name of the demoniac (Legion), 
and other circumstances of the miracle, which Matthew has 
omitted, see the parallel passage in Mark. 
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CHAPTER IX. 


Contents :—The Cure of the Paralytic, vv. 1—8. (Mark ii. 1. 
Luke v. 17.) The Call of Matthew, and the Answer to John's 
Disciples respecting Fasting, 9--\7. (Mark ii. 14. Luke 
v. 27.) The ruler Jairus's Daughter raised, and the Issue of - 
Blood stopped, 18—26. (Mark vy. 22. Luke viii. 41.) Two 
blind Men restored to sight; a dumb Demon ejected; and 
the lamentable state of the Jewish nation deplored, 21—38. 


Verse 1. ri iStav wédwv. Capernaum ; where he seems to 
have commonly resided in the house of Peter. See on Matt. 
iv. 13. and compare Mai. viii. 13. 


Ver, 2. apéwvral cot ai duaortac cov. It has been already 
observed, on Matt. viii. 17. that the Jews looked upon diseases 
as the temporal punishment of sin. In reference to this opinion, 
they had a maxim, that no diseased person could be healed, till 
all his sins had been remitted ; which seems to have been founded 
on Psalm ciii. 3. Compare also Deut. xxviii. 21. Isaiah xxxiii. 
24, Psalm xii. 3, 4. See Kimchi iz loc. Hence some com- 
mentators have supposed, that Jesus here speaks not of the 
remission of eternal punishment; but merely of some particular 
offence, probably drunkenness, the penalties of which the paralytic 
was now suffering. In support of this interpretation it is urged, 
that the cure was not performed in consideration of the faith of 
the paralytic himself; but of “‘ their fazth ;” i. e. the faith of those 
who brought him. But the faith of the sick man was. unques- 
tionably included in the pronoun ¢heir,; nor is it to be supposed 
that his persuasion of the power of Christ was less firm, than ~ 
that of his supporters. Besides, if the removal of temporal 
punishment only were intended, that and the removal of the 
disease would have been identical; so that, on this supposition, 
the words only imply a promise of forgiveness, since the cure 
was not immediately consequent upon the declaration. Nei- . 
ther would there have been any ground for the imputation of 
blasphemy, which our Lord read in the thoughts of the Scribes ; 
since the performance of a mere miracle did not necessarily imply 
an assumption of divinity; whereas the remission of eternal 
punishment is an operation of God alone; and the inference of 
the Jews was justly drawn, but perversely applied. See Exod. 
xxxiv. 7, 2 Sam. xii. 23. Isaiah xliii. 25. Matt, xxvi. 65. This 
perversion, indeed, was to be expected from their prejudices; by 
which they were also prevented from acknowledging another 
proof of the Godhead, which Christ exhibited on this occasion; 
viz. his knowledge of their hearts; a knowledge, the want of 
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which was objected by the Rabbis to the impostor Barchochebas: 
and which the Scriptures themselves esteemed, no less than the 
remission of sins, to be peculiar to the Deity. See 1 Sam. 
xvi. 7. 1 Chron. xxviii. 9. 2 Chron. vi. 30. Psalm vii. 9. Jerem. 
xvii. 10. It is probable that our Lord preceded the cure of the 
disease by the assurance of forgiveness, in order to raise the 
hopes of the paralytic, who, from a consciousness of the enormi- 
ties of his past life, thought that Jesus might pronounce him 
unworthy of mercy, at the same time that he had a perfect con- 
fidence in his power to afford it. With regard to the objection, 
that the words, whether is it easier, §c. imply that it is equally 
easy to do one as the other; whereas, the disciples could cure 
diseases, but could not forgive sins; (John v. 14. ix. 2.) it is re- 
plied, that our Lord uses the words in relation to his own omni- 
potence, and not of miraculous agency in general. See note on 
v. 5. infra. We may, therefore, fairly conclude, that the forgive- 
ness here offered extended to the remission of eternal punish- 
ment, in respect to the transgressions of the convert, to the time 
‘of this first manifestation of his faith. Ligntrroot, Grorius.— 
[Wuirsy.] It has been disputed, whether the verb agéwvrat 
is the aor. 2. subjunctive, or the perf. pass. indicative. The 
latter seems to be correct: so that apéwvrar is put for apetvrar, 
as in Luke viii. 47, 48. 1 John ii. 22. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 206. 
II. 2. Kurnoet. Ofthe evidence in favour of the reality of this 
miracle, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 254. 


Ver. 3. BAacgnpet. Impie loquitur ; injurius est in Deum. In 
this sense the word is generally employed by the Evangelists: 
though it more properly signifies to revile, to calumniate ; in 
accordance with its derivation, wapa 7d rhv phunv BAdamrav; 
(ledere famam; Cic. Cluent. 5.) So it occurs continually in 
Demosthenes ; and it retains its true signification also in Mark 
vii. 22. Coloss. iii. 8. Ephes. iv. 31. Plato has used the word 
ina religious sense; Alcibiad. I. and de Repub. II. in fine: and 
so Menander: ‘O Aodopeyv tov rarépa Suspnpet Ady" Tiv eg 
To Oziov S2 psdeTg PAaconulav. Grotius, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 5. simeiv. That is, to say with effect. Merely to pro- 
nounce the words of either sentence is equally easy to all; and 
to say both with effect were equally easy to our Lord. In the 
former case, however, the effect was invisible, and the multitude 
might question the effect altogether; but the immediate conse- 
quence of the order in the latter case was an ocular demonstra- 
tion of the power with which it was accompanied, and to say the 
one with effect, which effect was visible, was a manifest proof 
that the other was said also with effect, though the effect was in- 
visible. And this is the use which our Lord makes of the cure. 
CAMPBELL, 
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Ver. 6. rére \éyee TH apart. These words are evidently 
parenthetical: and mark the change of our Lord’s address from 
the Scribes to the paralytic. The expression doa: tiv KAlvny 
is illustrated in Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 397. The word 
?Eovalav, inv. 8. is repeated in reference to its use here; so 
that it cannot be understood, as some have suggested, as an ab- 
stractum pro concreto, in the sense of #ovciay txovra. By a 
common enallage the plural rote avOpé7oae is put for twit av- 
Oodry, i. e. Xptory. KuINoEL. 


Ver. 9. ini rs teddvi0v. At the toil-office, or custom-house ; 
which was probably a kind of booth erected on the side of the 
lake for collecting the toll of passengers. See Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 185. Porphyry and Julian, two of the earliest and 
most inveterate enemies of Christianity, have accused Matthew of 
rashness and indiscretion, in thus hastily following one, of whom 
he could have little or no knowledge. But as it is evident that 
this publican lived in or near Capernaum, which was the prin- 
cipal scene of the early part of our Lord’s ministry, he may 
indeed have been his disciple long before, though he had not yet 
received permission to follow him. Macxnieaut, Le Cuierc. 
It is observable, that the Evangelist speaks of himself in the third 
person, after the manner of historians in general, and more 
especially Czesar in his Commentaries. See also Dan. i. 6. Jerem. 
xxxii. 27. John xiii. 23. This way of writing is adopted to 
avoid egotism and ostentation. KuINOoEL. 


Ver. 10. év ri oixta. That is, in his house; scil. of Matthew. 
See Mark ii. 14. Luke v. 29. It has been doubted, indeed, 
whether Matthew and Levi are the names of the same individual; 
but the account of the feast, and subsequent events, as given by 
the three Evangelists, are so closely analogous, and it was so 
usual with the Jews to have two names, as ‘in the cases of Simon, 
who was also called Peter, and of Lebbeus Thaddeus among the 
Apostles, that there can be no reasonable question of their iden- 
tity. See Horne, Vol. III. p. 272. Rosenmutter. The word 
apapTw oe, sinner, is generally used in the Gospels, and indeed 
throughout the N. T. either to signify a Heathen, or such of the 
Jews who, from their illicit practices, were looked upon in the 
same light with the Heathen. Of this latter class the Talmud 
enumerates dicers, usurers, plunderers, publicans, shepherds of 
lesser cattle, (i. e. swéne,) those that sell the fruit of the seventh 
year, &c. Compare Matt. xi. 19. xxvi. 45. Mark ii. 15—17. xiv. 
41. Luke v. 30—82. vi. 32—34. vii. 34. 37. 39. xv. 12°2. 7-10, 
John ix. 16. 24, 25. 31. et passim. A. CuarKkr, Grorttus. 


Ver. 12. ob xostav txovow x. 7. 4. This is a common pro- 
verb, which no one could possibly misunderstand or misapply, 
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Diog. Laert. VI. 6. "Avrioberje dvediZ5uevde more emi Tw) TOVN- 
poic suyyevicba, Kai of iarpol, pyot, Mera TOV VOTObVTWY katy, 
aAX’ 0d wupérrovor. Sayings to the same effect are recorded of 
Diogenes, ap. Stob. XI. and of Pausanias and Phocion, by 
Plutarch. Hence Ovid, de Pont. III. 4.7. Firma valent per 
se, nullumque Machaona querunt ; Ad medicam dubius confugit 
eger opem. In Luke vy. 31. the word ty:atvovree is substituted 
for icyéovrec. A, CLARKE, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 13. wopevBévreg St éOere. This phrase is equivalent 
with the Hebrew 797) N¥, tsa velimed, a form in frequent use 
among the Rabbins, when they referred their disciples to the 
sacred writings. The words 7é éovcv are also an instance of the 
mode of citation, without any direct reference, employed by the 
Jewish doctors. The passage here quoted is from Hos. vi. 6. 
and our Lord refers to it in proof that deeds of charity, and par- 
ticularly the conversion of the sinner, are more acceptable than sa- 
crifice ; 1. e. than the greatest duty of the ceremonial law, and con- 
sequently than the most punctual observance of the entire ritual. 
The word 2Xcoe is here used in its more extensive sense of uni- 
versal benevolence, as in Tit. iii. 3. Heb.iv. 6. Itisclear, however, 
that the import of the passage is comparative, not absolute ; for 
sacrifice, though of less importance than mercy, was still a duty 
of the first importance. The LXX, indeed, for kai pa read 7, 
subaud. paddAov, as in Hom. Il. A. 116. not to mention that kat 
po) is used for wadXov 7 in classic authors; unless ydvov be un- 
derstood, which may also be the case in the present instance. 
Isocrat. ad Nicocl. p. 42. 2\Astrew aipov, KAI MH mAcovadev* 
ai yao peroidtytec MAAAON 2p raic évoetale, is! Talc birepBo- 
Aaic icxbovorw. Compare Gen. xlv. 8. Exod. xvi. 8. Prov. viii. 
10. Joel ii. 138. LXX. John vi. 27. 1 Cor.i. 17. By the righte- 
ous, Sixatove, are not meant, as some have supposed, those who 
trusted in themselves that they were righteous, (Luke xviii. 9.) for 
such are more especially called to repentance by the Gospel. 
See Matt. iii. 8. Rev. iii. 17. Neither are those intended who 
are entirely free from sin, for where ts the man that sinneth not? 
James iii. 2. 1 John i. 8. but those who strive, so far as human 
nature is capable, to abstain from all known sin, praying for the 
assistance of God’s grace to cooperate with their own imperfect 
endeavours, and “ walking in all the commandments of the Lord 
blameless.” Such were Zacharias and Elizabeth, Luke 1. 6. and 
Simeon, Luke ii. 25. The words éi¢ peravotay are omitted in 
several of the best MSS. and versions, and some of the ancient 
Fathers: they are found, however, in Luke v. 32. and , it is 
agreed on all hands, that if they are not expressed in this place, 
they must be understood. With respect to the sentiment, a very 

‘similar one is ascribed to Zaleucus in Diod. Sic. p. 299. C. of 
O<0t 0d xalpovar Talg TwY ToVNpwY Auctae re kat Satavaic, adAd 
VOL. I. I 
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raic tov ayalev avdpwv duatac re Kal Kadai¢ eqriTnoevoEsl. 
Wuirtsy, Grotius, Macxnieut, A. CLARKE, KuInoEL, MuNTHE. 


Ver. 15. of viot rov vungpwvoc. The sons of the bride-cham- 
ber: i. e. the personal friends of the bridegroom, (John iii. 29.) 
who formed the marriage procession, and were admitted to a par- 
ticipation of the seven days’ festivity, consequent upon the mar- 
riage. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 416. They were called 
by the Greeks rapavupgor; by the Latins pronubi; and by the 
Hebrews Schoshbenim. Of the Jewish fasts see on Matt. vi. 16. 
It is remarkable that our Lord does not here either enjoin or 
forbid fasting; though it is clear from his manner of expression 
that he approved of it as a religious exercise at proper seasons. 
He did not mean, as the Montanists affirm, that the Pharisaical 
fasts would ever be introduced into his Church, but that his dis- 
ciples would fast and mourn on account of the various calamities 
which would befal them after his departure, and as often, in after 
times, as any particular circumstance of danger and distress might 
require it. Instances of such fasts occur in Acts x. 30. xiii. 2, 3. 
xiv. 23. 1 Cor, vii. 5. The force of our Lord’s answer will ap- 
pear more appropriate from the fact that John was now in prison, 
so that his followers were fasting in consequence of their master’s 
removal from them. Wuirsy, Grotrus, Macxnigut. The 
particle pis simply interrogative, implying a negation of the 
question proposed; and the verb Sévavra is redundant. So also 


in Gen. xliii. 32. John xii. 39. (comp. v. 37.) Xen. Econ. XI. 
11. Kurnoet. 


Ver, 16. eriPAnua padxove ayvagov. A patch of undressed 
cloth ; i. e. of cloth which has not passed through the hand of 
the fuller, (yvapetc.) Luke has xavdv, which, however, does 
not affect the sense of the passage. The éré/3dnua, after it is 
sewed in, becomes 7A}owpa adrov, scil. iuartov; and the words 
alps ao Tov iuartov are equivalent to alget Méooc TL TOU ipariav. 
Compare Levit. x. 18. LXX. and see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 574. 
Hence, the meaning of the passage is, that the patch of new 
cloth, being of a harsher texture and less yielding than that which 
has been frayed and worn, will eventually tear away the edges of 
that to which it is sewed, and encrease the rent. The inference 
which our Lord intended to deduce from this similitude, and that 

to the same effect in the next verse, was the inexpediency of im- 
posing too severe restrictions upon his followers in that early 
stage of his ministry. It has been objected, however, that al- 
though the Pharisees were trained to frequent fastings, the same 
was not the case with John’s disciples; and that, therefore, the 
followers of Christ might fast as well as they. But it is not im- 
probable that many of John’s disciples were of the sect of the 
Essenes, (see Horne) whose habits of abstinence were as severe 


> 
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as those of the Pharisees themselves: not to mention that the 
peculiar austerities of the Baptist might have influenced the cha- 
racter of those who attended him. ALBert, Wuirsy, Dop- 
pripGE. The word aoxd¢ should be rendered a leathern flask, 
or skin. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p- 466. 


Ver. 18. aoxwv cic. For ric, as in Matt. viii. 19. The name 
of this rwer was Jairus, whom Mark (v. 22.) calls va rév do- 
xiovvaywywv, and Luke (vill. 41.) dpxovra tig svvaywyie. 
See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 253. and of the miracle itself, 
and the Jewish customs illustrative thereof, see the same work, 
Vol. I. p. 259. III. p. 524. and my note on Hom. I. 3. 
339. The words adore éreAciérnoe are wrongly rendered in the 
E. T. is even now dead ; since it appears from the other Evange- 
lists, that at the time the ruler left his house, his daughter was still 
alive; and it was not till after the cure of the infirm woman that 
his servants met them with the news of her death. The proper 
translation would be, she és by this time dead; a very natural 
conjecture respecting one whom he left in her last extremity. 
Mark’s expression is éoydrwe tye, and Luke’s awéOvnoxev. This 
sense of dori is sanctioned by Philostratus, who explains it wept 
Tov Kalpdv THY Pnudrwyv. With respect to the verb aroOvicKey, 
employed by Luke, it is sometimes used like the Hebrew No, 
of those at the point of death; as in Joseph. Ant. V. 1.1. Com- 
pare Gen. xx. 3. xlviii. 21. Deut. v. 22. Isaiah xxxviii. 1. 
Wuirsy, CAMPBELL, KUINOEL. 

Ibid. 2ribec viv x<iod cov. Imposition of hands was usually 
employed by the prophets and men of God for the purpose of 
conveying their divine influence to the bodies or souls of men. 
Compare Numb. xxvii. 18. 20. 2 Kings v. 11. Matt. xix. 13. 
Acts iv. 30. GRorius. 


Ver. 20. yuvh aiuoppoovca. The disease, with which this 
woman was afflicted, was most probably that which Hippocrates 
(de Morb. I. 3.) designates as the pdo¢ aiuarédne ; the nature of 
which it is unnecessary to describe. Suffice it to say, that the 
complaint appears to have been exceedingly inveterate, and to 
have baffled every attempt of medical skill. See the parallel pas- 
sage in Mark v. 25. sqq. The Koadomedov Tov iwatiov was one 
of the JMS, tsitsith, or tassels, which the Jews were com- 
manded to wear on their garments, for the purpose of reminding 
them of the commandments of the Lord. See Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 403. Hence a. peculiar sacredness was attached to 
them, (Matt. xxiii. 5.) which seems to have led the woman to 
touch them rather than any other part of Christ’s dress; not to 
mention that touching the hem of the garment was looked upon 
as a mark of reverence and respect.. The nature of her disease, 
which was considered unclean, ae xy. 25.) and the delicacy 

at 
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which forbad her to make any public acknowledgment of it, were 
the probable motives which induced her to approach our Saviour 
in secresy. CAMPBELL, KutnoeL. Of the verb OWE, which is 
used in the next verse in the sense of sanare, see on Matt. i. 21. 
and compare Mark vi. 56. Luke viii. 36. xvii. 19, xviii. 42. John 
xi. 12. Acts ix. 9. DoppRIDGE. 


Ver, 24, ob yao antOave x... The verbs xafebdev and 
comaca are frequently used in the sense of amo@vicKev; a 
Euphemism common to the ancients generally. Compare John 
xi. 11. 13. and see my note on Hom. I. A. 241. Here, how- 
ever, the two verbs are directly opposed to each other, so that 
each must undoubtedly be used in its proper signification. It 
has been argued, indeed, that the girl was not really dead, but 
that she had merely fallen into a trance or swoon; but the whole 
tenor of the narrative is directly at variance with any such conclu- 
sion. Our Lord evidently intended to signify that she was not 
dead, so as to continue under the power of death; since he was 
about to raise her as from a natural sleep. This interpretation is 
in itself a sufficient reply to the casuistical sophistry of the Jesuits, 
who adduce this passage in defence of their principle of mental 
reservation. Le Cierc, WertstTe1n, Wuitrsy.—|MIcHaeE.is, 
KurnoEt.] In the next verse the verb éx(3aAXev is to be under- 
stood in a milder sense than that usually applied in the N. T.; it 
signifies merely to dismiss or exclude; scil. from the damsel’s 
apartment, into which he entered unattended, except by Peter, 
James, and John, and the parents of the deceased. See Mark v. 
37. sqq. Had the crowd been admitted indiscriminately, the press 
would have prevented a close examination of the miracle, and un- 
founded reports might have arisen, so as to invalidate the credi- 
bility of the transaction. Instances of the use in which é«éAev 
is here employed, may be found infra v. 38. Matt. xii. 20. 35. 
xiii. 52. Mark i. 43. Luke x. 35. John x. 4, Acts xvi. 37. Rev. 
xiv. 16. In y. 25. the gender of avrij¢c is referred to the sex 
implied in ckopdovov, and not to the noun itself. Compare Matt. 
xxvill. 19. _Hammonp, Ros—ENMULLER, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 27. vit AaBic. This title was a most decided acknow- 
ledgment of our Lord’s Messiahship ; and it is probable that the 
men were induced to make it from the convincing proof which 
his miracles afforded of the fact. See on Matt. i. 1. and com- 
pare Matt. xii. 23. John iv. 29. Grottus, Ligurroor. The 
restoration of sight is one of the most prominent of the cures 
effected by Christ; and it is attested by modern travellers, that 
blindness is a calamity of unusual frequency in the East. 


Ver. (30. éveBoyshoaro. He strictly charged. Suidas: per’ 
avoTnodrnto¢ émeriunosy, Chrysostom, Hom. 13. ody amAoic 
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~ KeAsber, AAAG Kal wera TOAXC spododrnroc. Compare Mark i. 
43. with Luke v. 14. John xii. 16. The expression aveqyOncav 
of 6@8aXpot is an Hebraism of the same import with avaf3Agérew. 
Compare Isaiah xxxv. 5. Matt. xx. 33, 34, Kurnort. 


Ver. 32. kwodv Samoviduevov. It is evident from the con- 
text, that the demon by whom the man was possessed, had de- 
prived him of the power of speech, for as soon as the ejection 
was effected the dumb spake. The expression of admiration in 
v. 33. was naturally elicited by the number and variety of mi- 
racles, and those too of the most extraordinary kind, which 
Jesus had exhibited in the course of a few hours: such as the 
greatest of the:prophets, and not even Moses himself, had ever 
performed. The adverb ovrwe is there employed instead of 
TotouTé TL, Or rovTo. So 1 Sam. xxiii. 17. LX X. ZaovA 6 rarhoe 
pot oidev ovTwe. Psalm xlvii. 6., adrot iddvreg otTwe @Oabmacay. 


Ver. 34. tv 7 GoyovTt x. tr. AX. That is, Beelzebub. See on 
Matt. x. 25. This imputation is refuted by our Lord in Matt. 
xi. 24. 


Ver. 36. 2a7AayxvtcOn. Was moved with compassion. The 
verb orAayxviZeobar is met with only in the N. T. and LXX, 
where it always signifies to be moved with pity or compassion. 
Its derivation is from o7Adyxva, viscera; but it is perfectly dis- 
tinct from the sacrificial term o7Aaxvevev, which occurs in 
2 Mace. vi. 8. in the sense of sacrificare. The Jews looked 

‘upon the bowels as the seat of love and sympathy, and so applied 
the organ to the sense, as in Psalm li. 3. and elsewhere. In 
Wisd. x. 5. LXX. the word orAdyyxva is so employed. The read- 
ing éoxvApévor is that of a great number of MSS., versions, and 
fathers; and Griesbach has adopted it instead of the old word 
zxAeAvppévot, for the very probable reason that a more difficult 
reading is not likely to be substituted in the place of one, of 
which the meaning is evident. Now the verb éAveoPar is used 
either of mental or bodily fatigue, instances of which in either 
acceptation are of frequent occurrence. See 2 Sam. xvi. 2. 
1 Mace. iii. 17. Mark viii. 3. Gal. vi. 9. Heb. xii. 3. With 
respect to oxiAAev, its primary meaning is ¢o tear the haar ; 
(Hesych. oxiAArew' 7d toic bvvE=t orav.) Hence, to afflict, or 
torment, as in 3 Mace. iii. 25. iv. 6. LXX. and_so generally, to 
tire, to fatigue. In this latter sense the verb is found in. Herod. 
IV. 13. 8. VII. 3. 8. with which we may also compare the usage 
of the Latin vexare in Q. Curt. V. 10. Ut vexatos milites quiete 
jfirmaret. It is not improbable, therefore, that the old reading 
may have been originally a gloss, which at length found its way 
into the text. The participle gopiupévoe, signifying properly 
thrown down, may be rendered neglected, wnprotected, as in 
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Herodian, II. 6. gppympévny thy apynv apraev. Under the 
figure, therefore, of a flock without a shepherd, fatigued with 
wandering, and exposed to danger, our Lord depicts the wretched 
state of the ignorant Jews, whom the Pharisees considered as 
accursed, (John vii. 49.) and treated with the most unpardonable 
neglect. Hence they are called the lost sheep of the house of 
Israel, Matt. x. 6. Similar images are employed in 1 Kings 
xxii. 17. Judith xi. 19. Kurtnort, Grotius, Kypxe, Dop- 
DRIDGE. 


Ver. 37. 6 piv Ocoicpoe x. r. X. The expression is proverbial. 
Our Lord’s meaning is, that the immense multitudes which fol- 
lowed him, although neglected by their spiritual guides, were 
desirous of receiving instruction ; and the prayer, which he now 
puts into the mouth of his disciples, is well connected with their 
mission as Apostles, in the opening of the next chapter. The 
comparison is borrowed from agricultural pursuits, as are many 
others which are found in the Scriptures. See Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 469. In the Rabbinical writings also the doctors 
are represented as reapers, and their work of instruction as the 
harvest : thus in Idra Rabba, §. 2. The days are few; the cre- 
ditor urgent ; the erier calls out incessantly; and the reapers are 
few. The word Zpyov and its derivatives are continually em- 
ployed by the classic writers in relation to husbandry. Grortus, 
Kurnoet, A. CLARKE. : 





CHAPTER X. 


Contents :— The names and mission of the twelve Apostles ; 


and the instructions, exhortations, and promises with which 
they are sent forth. [Mark vi. 7. Luke ix. 1.] 


Verse 1. ovotav rvevudtwv. The preposition card is in- 
serted in several of the best MSS. and versions, and in Luke 
ix. 1. the expression is @ovota iwi wévra ra Saydvia. But 
wvevparwy may here be considered as what the grammarians call 
the genitive of the object. So Ecclus. x. 4. LXX. Eoveta ric 
vic. Matt. xx. 31. BAacpnula rod wvebuaroc. Compare Isaiah 
il. 14, Joel iii. 19. 1 Cor. ix. 12. In communicating to others 
the power over evil spirits, and of working miracles in his name, 
(compare Luke x. 17.) our Lord has given an unanswerable proof 
of his omnipotence. None but God could bestow this power ; and 
in this respect is Christ distinguished from all the prophets of 
the O. T., of whom, though some worked miracles themselves, 
none enabled others to do so. Joshua, indeed, received “ the 
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spirit of wisdom” from Moses, Deut. xxxiv. 9. and the spirit of 
Elijah rested on Elisha, 2 Kings ii. 15. But in the first instance 
the communication was made by the immediate command of God, 
and in the other, Elijah’s reply to the request of Elisha evidently 
implies that the thing prayed for was not at the prophet’s disposal. 
Arnobius, (adv. Gent. I. p. 30.) in applying this argument to the 
Gentiles, asks, Alicuine mortalium Jupiter ille Capitolinus hujus- 
modi potestatem dedit? In the commission here given to the 
twelve Apostles was laid the foundation of the Christian ministry, 
and the first authority given to the establishment of a regular 
priesthood. The commission was enlarged just before our Lord’s 
ascension into heaven, when the Gentiles were admitted to an equal 
share with the Jews in the privileges of the Gospel. The office 
of the seventy disciples, whom our Lord subsequently discharged 
to preach to those cities which he was shortly about to visit, 
(Luke x. 1.) was subordinate to that which is here assigned to 
the twelve; a distinction in which we recognise the sanction of 
the great Author and Finisher of our faith to a triple order in the 
ministry. Christ, as the head, commissioned twelve apostles and 
seventy disciples to work with him in the first preaching of the 
Gospel; and the Apostles, Presbyters, and Deacons of the pri- 
mitive Church, presignified by the High-Priest, Priests, and 
Levites of the Jewish temple, have been followed in uninter- 
rupted succession by the Bishops, Priests, and Deacons of our 
own establishment. KurnorL, Wuirsy, HoLpEn. 


Ver. 2. dé8exa arootéAwy. The word aoordXog signifies, 
properly, a messenger dispatched upon some business of import- 
ance, as in 1 Kings xiv. 6. which is the only place where it occurs 
in the LXX. Among the Jews it denoted an officer, commissioned 
by the high priest to collect the tributes due to the temple, from 
the Jews who lived at a distance from Jerusalem. The office 
originated with the Patriarchs, and continued to exist even after 
the destruction of the temple, and the dispersion of the people 
by Titus Vespasian. Jerome, in accounting for the expression 
used by St. Paul in Gal. i. 1., says, Usque hodie a patriarchis 
Judeorum Apostolos métti constat. Ad distinctionem itaque 
eorum qui mittuntur ab hominibus, et sui, qui sit missus a Christo, 
tale sumpsit exordium: Paulus apostolus, non ab hominibus, 
neque per homines. In the N. T. it is used more especially as 
the designation of those disciples whom our Lord commissioned 
to preach the Gospel; and in one place (Heb. iii. 1.) it is applied 
preeminently to Christ himself. In 2 Cor. viii. 23. we meet with 
the expression amoordAot txkAnoiwyv, but the denomination 
Apostles of Christ seems to have been given to none but the 
twelve, to Matthias, who was substituted in the place of Judas, 
and to Paul and Barnabas, who were commissioned to the Gen- 
tiles. It has afforded subject for speculation to discover the 
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reason of Christ’s limiting the Apostles to twelve ; probably he 
had the twelve Patriarchs in view, or the twelve tribes of Israel ; 
such a conclusion, at least, may fairly be drawn from Matt. xix. 
28. CAMPBELL, GROTIUS. 

Ibid. zper0c. This word, though found in all the MSS., has 
been supposed to be interpolated by some zealot who wished to 
establish the Pope’s primacy ; but there can be no doubt of its 
authenticity. Still there is nothing in it to support the preten- 
sions of the prelates of Rome. It is a sufficient explanation of 
the passage, that Peter was the Apostle first called-to the mi- 
nistry; and the same interpretation will apply to the assurance 
that Peter was the rock on which Christ would build his Church, 
especially if we recollect that the same Apostle was commissioned 
to the Jews, to whom the covenant of salvation was first to be 
proposed. It is evident also from the different order in which 
they are enumerated by the several Evangelists, that they were 
all placed on the same footing in respect of rank. Theophylact, 
moottOnor d2 Mérpov kat ’Avopéav, diért kat wowrdKAnror. Mip- 
DLETON, RoseENMULLER. Of the name of Peter see on Matt. 
xvi. 18.; an account of his life, as also of the other Apostles, 
whose writings are contained in the Canon of the New Testa- 
ment, and some others incidentally, will be found in Horne’s 
Introduction : it will therefore only be necessary to notice briefly 
those whom his plan did not embrace, leaving those of whom he 
has spoken with a simple reference. 

A ee } Horne, Vol. III. p. 445. 

4, Joun’ | Sons of Zebedee. Ibid. pp. S11, 441. 

5. Puitip. This Apostle was a native of Bethsaida, John i. 
44, By some he is supposed to have been called to the apostle- 
ship after Andrew and Peter, who were natives of the same 
place; and by others before them. It was to him that our Lord 
proposed the question, whence they should buy bread to feed the 
5,000 in the wilderness, John vi. 5. He was the person to whom 
the Greeks applied for admission to an interview with the Mes- 
siah, John xii. 20. and it was he who was gently rebuked by 
Christ for his too great inquisitiveness respecting the divine na- 
ture, John xiv. 8. According to Clement he was a married man; 
and Papias, an early writer cited by Eusebius, mentions that he 
had two unmarried daughters residing with him at Hierapolis, a 
city of Phrygia, where he abode after our Lord’s ascension. It 
seems that he was very active in preaching the Gospel in Asia 
Minor, where it is said, that among other miracles which he per- 
formed, he raised a dead man to life. The manner of his death 
is uncertain: by some he is supposed to have been crucified ; but 
Clement enumerates him among those of the Apostles who did 
not suffer martyrdom. Cave, LARDNER. 
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6. BarTHoLomEw. It is generally supposed that this disciple 
is the same with Nathanael, whom Philip first introduced to Christ, 
as related in John i. 45. This identity is amply confirmed by 
the fact, that Bartholomew is not mentioned as an Apostle by 
$t. John, nor Nathanael by the other Evangelists, and that the 
former speaks of Philip and Nathanael in conjunction, the latter 
of Philip and Bartholomew. Besides, unless Nathanael had 
been already among the twelve, it seems strange that he should 
not have been considered a qualified candidate to supply the 
place of Judas. He was undoubtedly called Bartholomew, as 
the son of Tolmaz, just as Peter was called Barjona, and Joses 
Barnabas. Ue was a native of Cana in Galilee, and it is pro- 
bable that before his call to the ministry he followed the occupa- 
tion of a fisherman, John xxi. 2.; but the Gospel account of him 
contains little else than the history of his first introduction to 
Jesus, and the statement by St. Luke that he was one of the 
witnesses of the resurrection. After this event he is said to have 
been engaged some time with Philip at Hierapolis, and also to 
have laboured in India and among the Lycaonians; according to 
- Jerome he finished his life by crucifixion, at Albanopolis, in 
Armenia. Cave, LARDNER. ; 

7. Tuomas, called also Didymus, John xx. 24. The two 
names are alike in signification, the one being Hebrew and the 
other Greek for a twin; whence it is probable that he was a 
native of Decapolis, or some other place which was inhabited 
both by Jews and Greeks, who called him each by their national 
appellation respectively. He also seems to have been associated 
with the sons of Zebedee and Nathanael as a fisherman. Of his 
first connexion with our Lord we have no information, and the 
only remarkable point in his history is his extreme want of faith, 
related in John xx. 24, His ministry, subsequent to our Lord’s 
ascension, is said to have been exercised chiefly in Parthia; and 
it has been supposed by some that he was the founder of a race 
of Christians who have been discovered to exist near the coast 
of Malabar, with the name of the Christians of St. Thomas ; 
but others attribute their origin to a Syrian bishop, who flou- 
rished considerably later than the apostolic age. The place and 
manner of his death are equally uncertain, though a tradition 
exists that he was killed by a lance at the instigation of the 
Brahmins, near Malipar, a city of Coromandel. Cave, LARDNER. 

8. Marruew. See Horne, Vol. III. p. 261. 

9. James, the son of Alpheus. bid. p. 441. 

10. Lesseus, surnamed Thaddeus. Ibid. p. 490. 

11. Smmon, the Canaanite. There is nothing of any import- 
ance concerning this Apostle to be found in the Gospel narrative. 
Some have inferred from the distinctive appellation here given 
to him, that he was born at Cana in Galilee, and probably the 
bridegroom at whose house our Lord performed his first miracle. 
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But it is more correct to derive the word from the Hebrew 83), 

Kana, signifying zealous ; so that it is precisely equivalent with 

the Greek CnAwrie, by which he is designated in Luke vi. 15. 

This title, which was probably intended to distinguish him from 

Simon Peter, either denotes the warmth of his zeal in support of 
the Gospel, or which is more likely, implies that he was origi- 

nally a Pharisee, a portion of which sect, from their intemperate - 
zeal in maintaining their religious observances, had acquired the 

name of Zealots. See Joseph. B. J. IV. 12. and Horne’s Introd. 

Vol. III. p. 381. After preaching in Egypt, Africa, and Mauri- 

tania, Simon is said to have visited Britain, and there to have 

suffered martyrdom. Hammonp, Licutroot.—[Macknieut, 

DoppRIDGE. | ; 

12. Jupas Iscarior. The sum of the history of Judas is 
contained in the words subjoined to his name by the Evangelists, 
6 kal wapadove avrov, who even betrayed him; for such is the 
true rendering: not as the E. T. who also betrayed him. He 
was the son of one Simon, John vi. 71. and he was called Iscariot 
to distinguish him from Judas Thaddeus; but the commentators 
are by no means agreed in respect to the meaning and origin 
of the name. It is supposed by some that it has reference to the 
town of Kerioth, in the tribe of Judah, mentioned in Josh. xy. 
25. where Judas was probably born: and this is somewhat con- 
firmed by a various reading of John vi. '71., where some MSS. 
read a7é Kapuérov. But there is another derivation of which 
the word admits, in relation to the death of Judas, who hanged 
himself, since the Hebrew N7DDN, ascara, denotes strangulation 
or suffocation. ‘This idea is considerably strengthened by the 
circumstance, that, wherever the word occurs, it is almost always 
without the article, or at least with a variation in the MSS. 
Now if a place of birth or residence were denoted, the article 
should be prefixed, as in Mapta 4 MaySaAnvf; not to mention 
that the participle émxaNobuevov, which is affixed in Luke xxii. 
3. seems to indicate strictly a surname, as in this very place, éa- 
kAnPete Oaddaioc. Compare Acts i. 23. x. 5. xii. 12. The 
article in this place is omitted, and it should seem correctly, in 
many MSS. Lieurroor, Mippieton.—[Scuxeusner.] Of the 
treachery of Judas, as an evidence of the truth of Christianity, 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 404, . 


Ver. 4, rapadsotce. The verb rapaSotva is to deliver up, 
moodovva, to betray; so that the former simply expresses a 
fact, but the other marks the fact as criminal, and is properly a 
term of reproach. Hence we cannot but remark the candour 
and ingenuousness of the Evangelists, who content themselves 
simply with relating facts, without any expression either of cen- 
sure or commendation. Surely this is an unquestionable proof of 
veracity. Wersrzrn, CampBeLt. See Horne, Vol. I. p. 139, sqqe 
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Ver. 5. sic d00v viv. For sie 685v 7 ayet ele ra 2Ovn. So 
Jerem. ii. 18. LXX. 7) 605¢ Aiyéarov. Compare Numb. xxi. 33. 
Kuinort. We may observe, that the preference here given to 
the Jews is founded upon the gracious promises of God to their 
forefathers, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; whence they became 
the children of the kingdom (Matt. viii. 12. xv. 24.) to whom 
the adoption and promise more especially belonged. See Luke 
i. 54. Acts xiii. 46. Rom. ix. 4. xv. 8. It was expedient, more- 
over, that Christianity, considered as the perfection of that grand 
scheme which the Patriarchal and Jewish dispensations had begun 
and matured, and receiving its chief support from its connection 
with these dispensations by type and prophecy, should first be 
established among those people, among whom the records re- 
specting it were preserved. It is clear, also, from the inveterate 
hatred which the Jews entertained for the Heathen and the Sa- 
maritans, that had the Gospel been preached to them all simul- 
taneously, the former would have rejected it universally. The 
prejudices of the Apostles themselves ran so high on this head, 
that it was not till some time after our Lord’s ascension that they 
could persuade themselves of the fact, that the Gentiles were to 
be admitted to equal privileges with themselves. We see also a 
regular gradation, which will be noticed more particularly in the 
Notes on the Acts, in the method adopted by them, under the 
direction of the Spirit, in the discharge of their commission. 
The appeal was made in regular succession to Jews, to prose- 
lytes, to devout Gentiles, and lastly to idolaters; and in the 
various cities which they visited, it was not till the Jews had re- 
jected the Gospel that they turned to the Heathen. See Acts 
xiii. 46. Wuirsy, Macxnicut. Of the expression zpdPara 
aoAwAdéra, in the next verse, see on Matt. ix. 36. 


Ver. 8. vexpode 2yeloere. These words are found in the com- 
mon Greek copies, but they are omitted in a great number of the 
most valuable MSS. and versions, and unnoticed by several 
Fathers. Griesbach argues for their authenticity, but at the 
same time-he admits it to be extremely doubtful; and unless we 
allow that the commission here given contains many articles, 
which extend to the more comprehensive charge with which the 
Apostles were entrusted after Christ’s resurrection, the clause must 
unquestionably be rejected. This, indeed, has been denied; but 
compare infra vy. 18. 21. 23, From the fact, however, that the 
Apostles did not exercise this power during our Saviour’s life, 
and that no allusion is made to it in the beginning of the chapter, 
or in the parallel place of St. Luke, the weight of argument seems 
somewhat in favour of interpolation. It is also remarkable, that 
in John v. 25. our Lord evidently speaks of this power as pe- 
culiar to himself, which he would scarcely have done, if he had 
previously communicated it to his disciples. Neither is it probable 
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that their boast of having the devils subject to them in Lwke x. 
17. would have been limited to this inferior gift, had they been 
in possession of one so much more valuable. Grorius, MILL, 
CampsELL, RosENMULLER.—[ WuiTBy, MackNIGHT. | 

Ibid. Swocdv 2haBere, Swocdv ddére. These words have been 
perverted into an argument against the maintenance of the mi- 
nistry. But that the direction relates solely to the miraculous 
cures which. the Apostles were empowered to perform, and not 
to the stated offices of their function, is evident from Luke x. 7. 
where our Lord, in giving alike commission to the seventy, bids 
them eat and drink what was set before them, because the la- 
bourer was worthy of his hire. For the very same cause he here 
forbids them to provide gold for their journey, intimating, that 
while they were preaching the Gospel they had a right to main- 
tenance from those who enjoyed the benefit of their labours, and 
that Providence would take care that they should be supplied 
with necessary support in fulfilling their commission. Accord- 
ingly we find the Apostles receiving maintenance as their due, 
1 Cor, ix. 4, 5.14. Gal. vi. 6. The injunction, therefore, forbids 
them to make a trade of the miraculous gifts, similar to that of 
the Jewish exorcists. See Joseph. Ant. VIII. 11. Wurrsy, 
Macxnicut, Le Crerc. The accusative dweedv is used ad- 
verbially, cara being understood, as a gift, gratuitously, freely. 
Compare Herod. I. 70. and see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 423. 


+ Ver. 9. sie rac Zévac. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 402. 
and of the extent of our Lord’s command see the same work, 
Vol. II. p. 319. also Vol. III. p. 8311. The Romans also seem 
to have applied their girdles to the purpose of purses. Compare 
Liv. XXXITI. 29. A. Gell. XV. 12. Sueton. Vitell. 16. The scrip, 
whoa, was a leathern bag in which shepherds and travellers 
carried their provisions, such as that in which David is said to 
have collected the stones with which he slew Goliah. By com- 
paring this passage with the parallels in Mark vi. 8. Luke ix. 3. 
there is a trifling diversity in the form of our Lord’s injunction. 
This is easily removed by reading paBdovc in Matthew and 
Luke, upon the authority of a great number of MSS. and ver- 
sions. At the same time there is no absolute necessity for any 
alteration, since the import of the precept is not affected by the 
form which it assumes in the different historians. The Apostles 
are ordered to set out on their journey without making any ad- 
dition to the apparel with which they were supplied, and to trust 
to God for whatever else might be necessary for their support. 
Their Master's object in giving the command was partly to free 
them from any incumbrances which might retard their progress, 
and partly to convince them of the singular care that would be 
taken of them while engaged in the work to which he had ap- 
pointed them. Macknigut, Kurnorn. 
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Ver. 11. a&oc. Scil. ipev, as die pov, Acts xxxvii. 38. or 
the words wag’ @ av pelvnre may be supplied from what follows. 
So in v. 13. 1) oixta a&ta, where oixta, the house, is put for the 
inhabitants. The word &é&toe is thus put absolutely, so that the 
sense is to be ‘gathered from the context, more frequently than 
has been imagined. Demosth. Epist. 3. p. 115, agetoOa 8 
Kade mowwivTe aE yao avo. Adv. Leptin. p. 877. rysav 
rove dvrag a&iovc. In this place, compared with v. 14. it clearly 
implies not only a person of good reputation, but of an honest, sin- 
cere, and pious disposition, who would be ready to attend to the 
terms proposed to him, and not reject the. Gospel without a 
candid examination of its proofs. Some have understood it to 
mean hospitable, but without any sufficient authority. With 
respect to the injunction itself, we may fairly infer from it, that 
the acceptance or rejection of the Gospel by those to whom it is 
offered, depends upon no exclusive partiality in its Author, but 
solely in the ,disposition with which the offer is regarded. 
Kyrxe, Wuitsy.—[{Licutroot, Macknicut.] 


Ver. 12. aondcacbe avrhv. The Vulgate adds Dicentes, 
Pax huic domui; and the corresponding words are in some 
Greek MSS., but not in so many as to authorise their reception 
into the text. That such was the Jewish form of salutation is 
well known, and the word <cipfvn, in v. 13. naturally refers to 
this form as understood in the verb aordcac6e. ‘The clause was, 
no doubt, inserted from Luke x. 5. and many such interpolations 
seem to have been made by some over zealous copyists, in order 
to render the Gospels more conformable to each other. The ex- 
pression 7edc¢ buac émiotpapnvat is proverbial, denoting that no 
benefit should result from the benediction pronounced. Compare . 
Psalm xxxy. 18. Isaiah lv. 11. It may be observed, that under 
the word peace, to>w, the Jews included all blessings, whether 
spiritual or temporal. Hence the saying of their Rabbins: 
Great is peace, for all other blessings are comprehended in tt. 
CampPBELL, Grotius, Wuitsy, A. Crarke. Of the custom 
alluded to in the next verse see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 3. 


Ver. 15. iv iyéog koisewc. The Unitarian version renders a@ 
day of judgment ; and’so also Mr. Wakefield, though not with 
the Socinian intention of denying the existence of a future judg- 
ment. In order to support this doctrine it is necessary to refer 
the declaration of our Lord to the destruction of Jerusalem, so as 
to contain a denunciation of greater severity than that which had 
already been inflicted upon Sodom and Gomorrah, for refusing to 
attend to the preaching of Lot. But the punishment here threat- 
ened against these cities is evidently future. In Luke x. 14. the 
expression employed is év ri xefce, which is too plainly definite 
to admit of any doubt ; and it cannot be supposed that people pol- 
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juted with such unnatural lusts can escape the judgment of that 
great day, the certainty of which is so clearly made known in 
John v. 28. Rom. ii. 16. and other passages of the N. T. as to 
defy the contradiction of any but the most determined unbeliever. 
With respect to the aggravation of sin in the Jews, which is here 
represented as obnoxious to greater punishment than that which 
will be allotted to Sodom and Gomorrah, it consisted in its being 
committed against greater light, and a clearer revelation of the 
will of God and his divine perfections. Wuirsy, MIDDLETON, 
GrotIvs. 


Ver. 16. idod, 2y® «7. A. Two similes are united in this 
verse, of which, the one indicates the danger to which the Apostles 
would be exposed, and the other the means of avoiding them. 
There is a beauty in the latter which is very striking; the pru- — 
dence and sagacity of the serpent, which is represented as poor- 
pwtatoe Tavrwv TOV Onplwy Trev emt Tie yn¢ In Gen. iil. 1. has 
been recorded by naturalists ; and the dove has ever beenesteemed 
as the emblem of innocence, harmlessness, and simplicity, Hos. 
' vii. 11. Our Lord, therefore, advises his disciples tpocéyew ad 
tov av0owrwy, to beware of men, by means of the union of the two 
qualities, so as to abstain from provocation on the one hand, and 
to escape from persecution on the other. The Talmud attributes 
a saying somewhat similar to the Rabbi Jehuda: The holy 
blessed God said to the Israelites, Ye shall be towards me as 
upright as the dove, but towards the Gentiles as cunning as ser- 
pents. WerrtsTEIN, Ros—ENMULLER, DoppripeE. Instead of 
axéoatot the Codex Bezz reads awAotoraror, which is evidently 
derived from an ancient Gloss. Etym. M. axéparoc’ 6 pn) Kexoa- 
pévoc Kakoic, GAN amAove kal aolkioc. But perhaps the true 
derivation is from xepatGw, ledo, rather than from Kkepdw, misceo. 
See my note on Hom. Il. B. 861. Kurnorn. The various trials 
for which our Lord here prepares his disciples did not befal them 
during their first mission; but the prediction was fully accom- 
plished after his ascension. Thus we find Peter and John called 
before the Sanhedrim, Acts iv. 6. and beaten, Acts v. 40. James 
and Peter before Herod, Acts xii. 3. and Paul before King 
Agrippa; before the Roman governors Gallio, Felix, and Festus ; 
and last of all, before the Emperor Nero, and his Prefect, Helius 
Cesarianus. Macknicut. 


Ver. 17. rev avOodrwv. That is, the men, who had just been 
represented under the designation of wolves. The article, there- 
fore, is prefixed upon the principle of renewed mention, and not 
to particularize the Jewish nation, although in this instance it is 
clear, from the context, that the Jews are more especially in- 
tended. Markland can scarcely have been aware of the diffi- 
eulties which would arise from adopting the distinction which he 
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has proposed between av@pwor and of dvPow7o'in the three 
first Gospels, referring the former exclusively to the Heathen, 
and the latter to the Jews. This distinction, as he allows, va- 
nishes in the Acts and the Epistles, because it had ceased before 
the writing of those pieces; and that there is no reality in it 
whatever, will readily appear from Matt. vi. 14. vii. 12. xiii. 25. 
xv. 9. xix. 6. In this very chapter, v. 32. the meaning of of 
avOowmo. is adequately expressed by our English phrase, the 
world, as opposed to God, who is mentioned in the same verse. 
Mrippteton. By the synagogues here mentioned, some have un- 
derstood the councils of twenty-three judges, others the Sanhedrim, 
and others again, certain large assemblies of the elders, which were 
sometimes held for special purposes, as that which Josephus 
mentions to have been summoned by Herod the Great. But 
there is no reason why the common synagogue should not be in- 
tended, the rulers of which were invested with the power of scourg- 
ing the delinquents who fell under their cognizance. Compare 
Matt. xxiii. 24. Acts xxii. 19. and see Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. pp. 113. 253. Ligurroor, WetsteIn.—[Brza, Grortivs. ] 


_ Ver. 18. sic praptipiov avroic. Scil. of the truth of the Gos- 

pel; which would be confirmed by the readiness and fortitude 
with which they suffered in defence of it. See this argument 
applied in Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 138. 


Ver. 20. ob yao tmetc éore . tr. X. The inference which the 
Romanists, Quakers, and others, have drawn from this verse, in 
favour of their doctrine, that the divine influence operates in the 
same manner at present, is altogether unfounded. They may 
as well claim to themselves the miraculous powers with which 
the Apostles were endowed. WuirTsy. 


Ver. 21. 2ravacricovra. Shall rise up; i. e. as witnesses. 
Compare Hist. Susan. v. 51. LXX. In Matt. xii. 41. tv 7p 
koice is added. There seems to be no doubt that all the terms 
in this and the preceding verses are forensical. Of the verb wa- 
padieova, subaud. sic pvAakjv, see on Matt. iv. 12. unless we 
understand sic ouvédora from v.17. The verb Oavaricovew 
must be understood of the endeavour, not of the act. KurnoeEt. 


Ver. 22. xb wavrwv. By all; i. e. by the generality of men. 
This limited sense of the adjective is not unfrequent. Compare 
Exod. ix. 6. xiv. 7. 1 Chron. x. 6. xiv. 17. John xii. 82. Phil. 
ii, 21. Rom. v. 18. Macxnicut, Doppripex, 


Ver. 23. 8rav 8 SuoKwow x. T. r. There is’a curious repeti- 
tion of this clause in several MSS. which is adopted by Origen 
and others of the Fathers. Some copies also, for év ry méAc 
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rabry read ék Tig TéAEWwE TabrnEC. The former variation probably 
arose from negligence, and the latter from the ignorance of some 
copyist, who understood S&éxev in the sense of éx(adXev, for- 
getting that it also signifies generally to persecute. Ku1NoEL.— 
| GRIESBACH. | , 

Ibid. reXanre tac wéAac. Some render reActv to imstruct ; 
and the adjective reAstwy is certainly explained by pavfavdvrwy 
in 1 Chron. xxv. 8. LXX. Compare 1 Cor. ii. 6. So also 
Ovid: Phillyrides ‘puerum cithara perfecit Achillem. The 
Greek fathers call baptism reAslworc. See Leigh’s Critica Sacra: 
- p. 326. But the expression here used is elliptic for reAéonre 600” 

Ma rac woAec. There is, indeed, no classic authority for this _ 
use of the phrase reAciv wdAuy, but we find the verb avdev and 
its compounds employed in a similar manner. Thus Polyb. p. 
330. ed. Gron. Stavicac tiv tov ‘IoduBowy Kkadoupévny Xwoav. 
Ibid. p. 437. avicag rove roosipnuévouc térouc. In the same 
sense Florus I. 18. 1. consummare Italiam. A. CLARKE, Kut- 
NOEL. By the coming of the Son of Man, here mentioned, some 
understand his resurrection from the dead, others the miraculous 
effusion of the Spirit, called by our Lord himself hes coming, 
John xiv. 18. and others again, the destruction of Jerusalem, 
which is unquestionably signified by the same expression in 
Matt. xxiv. 30. xxv. 18. Mark xiii. 26. Luke xviii. 8. and else- 
where. The latter seems to be the most probable, inasmuch as 
the sufferings here predicted had not reached any height till after 
the ascension. Wuirsy, Lichtroot, Macxnicut. Hence the 
word réXoc, in the preceding verse, may refer to the completion 
_ of the destruction predicted, and the salvation promised be no 
other than deliverance from the calamities which attended that 
dreadful event. Some commentators, however, understand eternal - 
salvation, taking réXoc in the sense of reAevr}, which constantly 
denotes death. So 'Theophylact on this passage: cHZecOar’ rie 
aiwviou peréxev Cwic. Our Lord’s meaning may probably in- 
clude both; but the fleetng to the mountains, mentioned in con- 
nection with the same promise delivered upon another occasion, 
(Matt. xxiv. 16. Mark xiii. 14. Luke xxi. 21.) can only extend 
to a temporal escape. HamMMonD, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 24. od tort pabyrijc x. t. X. This is a Hebrew pro- 
verb, indicating that a disciple could not reasonably expect to 
meet with better treatment than that which his master had ex- 
perienced. It is quoted by Aben Ezra on Hos. i. 2., and, like 
many others of a similar description, applied by our Lord to 
illustrate the subject of his discourse. Hammonp. 


Ver. 25. BeehZcBotrX. This is the reading of almost all the 
best MSS. The E. T. follows the Vulgate, into which Jerome 
introduced Beelzebub, probably from the idea that the Ekronite 
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idol, called in 2 Kings i. 13 bya, is intended, the termination 
B being changed into A, in accordance with the nature of the 
Greek language, in which no word is found to end with 8. Now 
the meaning of this title is, the Lord of flies, and was evidently 
intended by the Ekronites, as an appellation of honour, similar 
to that under which the early Greeks sacrificed to Hercules, as 
Zede Amdpuu.oc, the banisher of flies. See Pausan. Arcad. VIII. 
p. 653. ed. Lips. and compare Plin. N. H. XXIX. 6. But 
whatever be the true reading, it is clear that the name was 
applied to our Lord as a title of contempt; whence it is highly 
probable that the name is, in fact, that of the idol above men-’ 
tioned, which the Jews had altered, by a change of the last 
letter, into an appellation of the most odious import; signifying the 
god of dung (5933). This supposition is considerably supported 
by the fact, that the custom of altering names, in order to dese- 
crate idols, was very common with the Jews. Thus the town 
which was called Bethel, i. e. the house of God, was afterwards 
called Bethaven, or the house of vanity: and the name of For- 
tune, 7), gediyah, was changed into 87), geliya, signifying 
a stink. It is also remarkable, that the most ignominious name 
which could be bestowed upon idols, was byt, zebul. So the 
Jerusalem Talmud; Tit. Beracoth, p. 12. Even to those who 
have stretched out their hands in a dunghill, i. e. in an idol’s 
‘temple, there is hope. Again: He that sees them dunging, i.e. 
sacrificing, to an idol, let him say; Cursed be he that sacri- 
Jices to a strange God. Licurroot, Grorius.—[Wuirsy, Lz 
CLERC. | 


Ver. 26. wh obv donbire x. 7.4. These words admit of 
two senses, each of which are equally good :—(1.) Let not the 
malice of these persecutors deter you from preaching the Gospel, 
or make you despair of its success: for though it will be ob- 
scured by the calumnies and opposition of unbelievers, it shall 
at length enlighten the whole world. Or, (2.) Fear not the 
calumnies with which they load you, for I will make your inno- 
cence and integrity, as well as the excellence of your doctrine, as 
clear as the light; especially in the face of men and angels at 
the last day. Of the custom alluded to in the following verse, 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 258. It may be added, that 
the latter clause of the verse has a probable reference to the pro- 
clamation made by the minister of the synagogue on the Sabbath- 
eve, who sounded a trumpet six times from the roof of a lofty 
house, to announce the approach of the Sabbath. See Bab. 
Talmud: Tit. Schabbath, p.35. Other proclamations also were 
made from the house-tops ; and Hegesippus, ap. Euseb. II. 53. 
mentions the preaching of James the Just from the roof of the 
Temple .at the Passover. The flat roofs of the Jewish houses 
were rendered serviceable to a variety of purposes. Compare 
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Deut. xxii. 8. Josh. ii. 6. Judg. ix. 51. Nehem. viii. 16. 2 Sam. 
xi. 2. 2 Kings xxiii. 12. Isaiah xv. 3. Jerem. xxxii. 29. Acts 
x. 9. Our Lord here intimates the future promulgation of those 
doctrines, which were at present concealed, and of which, in 
fact, the Apostles themselves did not fully comprehend the nature 
till after his ascension; such as the abolition of the Jewish law, 
the call of the Gentiles, &c. &. Wuitsy, Licntroot, Gro- 
Trius, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 28. wai pw) poBciobe x. 7. A. This passage is strongly 
illustrative of the existence of the soul in a separate state after 
death, and its perception of that existence ; since the soul would 
otherwise be as properly killed as the body. . In respect to their 
resurrection and re-union, men can no more kill one than the 
other; so that the death of the soul here spoken of, can be no 
other than its privation of that sensation, which it enjoys after 
its separation from the body. In this sense, the Jews would 
certainly understand the words of Christ, since it was one of 
their distinguished tenets, which had obtained among them from 
the time of Ezra, that the soul, after the death of the body, was 
capable of bliss or misery, and therefore of sensibility. Hence 
Wisd. xvi. 13. LXX. ob yao, (Kipte,) Cwne Kat Oavarov 
eEovolay Exec, kal Karayee sic mbhAag qoov, Kal avayec’ av0ow- 
moc 6 amoxtelve piv 7H Kakia avTov' eEchOov OS: mvevpa ovK 
avaorpéper, ove avadda Puynv wapadnpOcicay. A similar argu- 
ment is used in the treatise wept avroxpardépoc Aoyiopov, §. 13. 
ascribed to Josephus, by Aben Ezra on Hod. xx. 5. and Arrian. — 
Epict. I. 9. _ Compare 1 Sam. ii. 6. Lsaiah li. 7. With respect 
to final retribution, the Rabbins do not seem to have been agreed 
in opinion. While some of them advocate the annihilation of 
the souls of the wicked, others are of opinion that they will be 
doomed to exist for ever in wretchedness: each party, of course, 
including the whole Gentile world in their damnatory decision. 
See Kimchi on 2 Sam. xxv. 29. Psalmi. and civ. Tacitus re- 
lates, that the Jews coincided in opinion on this point with the 
Egyptians: Hist. V.5. Now the Egyptians believed that the 
duration of punishment varied in proportion to the aggravation 
of crime; and from them Homer and Plato, and subsequently 
Virgil, seem to have derived their opinions. The observation of 
Philo on this subject, in his treatise on rewards and punishments, 
is very just: Men think, says he, that death is the end of their 
troubles, whereas it is only the beginning of them. It is the lot 
of the wicked, that they live in death, and suffer as it were con- 
tinual death. Wuitsy, Doppriper, Grotius. 


Ver, 29. 860 orpovMta. This probably alludes to the sparrows 
and other small birds, which were sold in the Temple-courts for 
the purpose of sacrifice. Some, indeed, have supposed that our 
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Lord had particularly in view the two birds, which made a part 
of the leper’s offering, (Levét. xiv. 4.); inferring that Providence 
determined which of the two: should live, and which be killed. 
But as jive sparrows are mentioned in Luke xii. 6. it is merely _ 
intended, perhaps, to signify the universality of the divine provi- 
dence, without any particular reference whatever. Of the Gre- 
cian sages, Plato and Athenagoras admitted, and Epicurus 
denied, the interference of the Deity in the concerns of his crea- 
tures; others believed in his care of the creation generally, but 
not of its constituent parts; and others again allowed it in the 
case of men, but not of the inferior animals. This latter doc- 
trine was also maintained by some of the Jewish Rabbins, from 
whom, perhaps, it was adopted by Pythagoras, and by him intro- 
duced into Greece. The Jews, however, for the most part, were 
of opinion, that a superintending Providence protected the most 
insignificant objects in creation; and sentiments to this effect 
are frequent in their writings. Thus in Bereschith Rabba, §. 
79. p. 77. Even a bird is not taken without heaven, i. e. without 
the will of Ged; how much less the life of man. Again, in 
Schabbath, p. 107. God nourishes all things, from the horn of 
an unicorn to the eggs of a louse. Compare 1 Cor. ix. 9. The 
expression in the next verse, which is illustrative of the same 
doctrine, is manifestly proverbial. Compare 1 Sam. xiv. 45. 
2 Sam. xiv. 11. 1 Kings i. 51. Acts xxvite 34. -So in Perikta, 
p- 18. Do I not number every hair of every creature. SCHOETT- 
GEN, Grotius, DopprIDGE. wh 

Ibid. avev 0d rarpb¢ jpev. »Origen inserted rie Bovdije, 
which is also found in some MSS. arid versions. But there is no 
good authority for the authenticity of the reading; and the ex- 
pression in the text is idiomatic Greek. Compare Hom. Od. B. 
372. Pind. Olymp. IX. 156. and see my note on Il. I. 49. 
Patarret. Of the accdpiov, or Roman as, see Horne. 


Ver. 32. époroyhou tv iuot. The verb éuodoyéiv is properly 
construed with an accusative, as in Acts xxiii. 8. xxiv. 14. The 
dative with 2v is an Hebraism. See 1 Kings viii. 33. and com- 
pare Luke xii. 8. Rom. x. 9. The verse contains a promise of 
eternal reward to the faithful followers of Christ, whom the 
terrors of persecution cannot tempt into a denial of the faith, or 
deter from maintaining the truth of the Gospel. KurNnoEt. 


"Ver. 34. ph voutonre, x. t. A. The Jews had indulged them- 
selves in a persuasion, derived from their ancient prophets, and 
more especially Isaiah ix. 6. xi.6. that the coming of their Messiah 
would be attended with peace and prosperity throughout all the 
land of Judza. But though the nature of that religion which he 
came to establish was such as to produce the most beneficial 
results, and though his government will finally be-settled in 
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universal peace, still those effects would be prevented by the wick- 
edness and the ignorance of men from being immediately accom- 
plished. The sword to which our Lord more especially alludes 
in this verse, is the Roman sword, which about forty years after 
his ascension laid Jerusalem in ruins; and the dissensions which 
he mentions in the parallel passage of Luke xii. 51. and which 
are particularized in the following verses, are those which so 
sadly marked the first ages of Christianity. But the declaration 
extends to the various divisions and persecutions which the adver- 
saries of the Gospel have raised in the world, from that to the 
present time. The expression which our Lord employs, denotes 
no intention on his part of producing this result; but is merely 
predictive of the fact. It is an energetic mode of declaring the 
certainty of a foreseen consequence of any measure, by repre- 
senting it as the purpose for which the measure was adopted. 
The idiom is familiar to the Orientals, and not unfrequent in 
writers of other countries. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 
635. 644. Wuitsy, Ligurroot, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 35. duxaoa avOowrov. The verb d.yaZev signifies pro- 
perly, ¢o divide into two parts ; whence it is here employed in the 
strong metaphorical acceptation ; to disunite, to set at variance. 
In the parallel place Luke uses dvapepiZav. So’ Gen. x. 25. 
1 Chron.i. 19, LXX. KuiInoekt. 


Ver. 36. 2x 900% tov avOeémov. E. T. a man’s foes ; in which 
the force of the article is not apparent. Now the passage is 
taken from JZicah vii. 6. where the words of the LXX are 
2x0o0t mavrec avopog of avopec of év TH Olkw avrov. If for 
mavtec we read wavroc, which is not improbably correct, the 
passage in Micah and Matthew will be equivalent: for rov ay- 

lewmov will mean every man, or men generally, coinciding 
exactly with wavroc avdodc. Otherwise there must be a renewed 
reference to oikodsordérne preceding. Mippiteron. The decla- 
ration in v. 37. implies the unworthiness of those who prefer the 
religion in which they have been brought up, and which their 
nearest relatives still embrace, be it Jewish or Heathen, to that 
of Christ. Le CiErc. 


Ver, 38. NauBave tov oravedv. This is an allusion to the 
custom of the Romans, who compelled the criminal to-bear the 
cross, on which he was to suffer, to the place of execution: 
John xix. 17, Hence Plutarch, p. 554, A. txasro¢g rév Kaxoup= 
you expépe Tov avrov oravodv. The figure, therefore, expresses 
with great energy the readiness which every Christian ought to 
exhibit, in enduring the severest reproaches, cruelties, and even 


the most ignominious death, for the sake of Christ. Macknieur, 
WETSTEIN. . elas Pe 
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Ver. 39. 5 sipdv riv Wuyi x. 7. d. There is in this sen- 
tence a kind of paronomasia, whereby the same word is used in 
different senses, in order to convey the sentiment with greater 
energy. He, who by weakly betraying the charge with which he 
as entrusted, preserves his temporal life, shall lose eternal life : 
and the converse. The same figure is employed in Matt. viii. 
22, xiii. 12. In the present instance the antanaclasis is con- 
tained in the double meaning of the word vy, which signifies 
both life and sow. Examples ‘of the latter meaning are unneces- 
sary; the former is illustrated by Matt. vi. 25. xvi. 25. John x. 
11. Xen. Cyrop. VI. 4. 3. Mem. III. 12. 2.-Isocr. Paneg. §. 
24. So Horat. Od. I. 12. 37. anime prodigus. The participle 
evowv is used in the sense of cwZwv, or rather of chZav Oédrwv. 
Compare Mark viii. 35. Luke ix. 24, xv. 24. 82. xvii. 33. With 
respect to the sentiment, the student will scarcely fail to compare 
the noble parallel in Juven. Sat. VIII. 83. Swmmum crede nefas 
animam preferre pudori; Et propter vitam vivendi perdere 
causas. Grotius, CAMPBELL, KurnoEL, WAKEFIELD. 


Ver. 40. 6 dexdpuevoc tuacg x. 7. Xr. In v. 14. supra, Christ 
had prepared his disciples for the rejection of themselves and 
their doctrine, and stated the penalty annexed to such con- 
duct; he now proceeds to apportion the rewards of the contrary 
part. ‘These rewards have been supposed by some to be merely 
temporal, consisting in a participation of those gifts, with which 
the Apostles were endued. But there seems tobe no just ground 
for this limitation; for although an act of kindness, such as pre- 
senting a disciple with a cup of cold water, may be occasionally 
performed by a wicked man, it is clear from Christ’s own words, 
that a Christian motive, as well as the act itself, is essential to 
ensure the reward. The prophet or teacher (see on Matt. vi. 15.) 

must be received zn the name of a prophet ; i. e. because he is a 
prophet, and for the sake of him that sent him. This import of 
the expression sic dvoua is confirmed by that of the Hebrew 
Dw?, leshem, as employed in the Talmudical writings. Thus 
in Sanhedr. Berach. Whoso studies the law, in the name of the 
law, i. e. because it is the law, he, §ce. The assurance which 
Christ holds out to his disciples, is very analogous to certain 
sayings, which are common among the Rabbins. Thus: He 
who receives a learned man or an elder into his house, receives 
the Shechinah. And again: He who speaks against a faithfub 
pastor, speaks against God himself. WuirBy, SCHOETTGEN.— 
[Macknicur. | 


Ver. 42. %va rév puxoov totrwv. It has been supposed that 
some very young persons were present, to whom our Lord more 
particularly pointed. Others have imagined that there is an oppo- 
sition between the puxpol, dikaror, and mpophraz, intended to desig- 
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nate three different degrees of perfection in the Christian character : 
the first, those who have only just embraced the Gospel; the se- 
cond, those who have made some progress in Christian holiness ; 
and lastly, the perfect men of God. Clement Alex. has observed 
a similar gradation between the called, the elect, and the perfect, 
(kAnrot, éAekrol, TeAciow.) But this is mere conjecture: and it 
is probable that this verse is simply a more energetic repetition 
of the sentiment contained in the preceding. From the similar 
construction throughout itis evident that va rv pixpdr is iden- 
tical with Eva roy palnrwy, and consequently, that puxodv- must 
either agree with wafnrwyv understood, in reference to the humble 
condition of the disciples, or is used substantively, like the He- 
brew 710), keton, which signifies both parvus and discipulus. 
The term pa8nrie will thus include both zoopfrne and dixaoc, 
of which the former denotes a teacher, the latter merely a pro- 
Sessor, of the Gospel. Kurnort.—[Newcome, Grorivs. | 

Ibid. Wvyxoov. Scil. tdaroc. So Arist. Nub. 1040. Oson@ 
AobeoAa. See also Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 313. In Mark ix. 41. 
the ellipsis is supplied. We have the verb woriZew with a double 
accusative in Numb. v. 6. Analogous with the sentiment is the 
saying of the Rabbins: He that gives food to one that studies in 
the law, God will bless him in this world, and give him a lot in 
the world to come. Kutnort, A. CLARKE. 


CHAPTER XI. 


Contents :—dJohn’s Message to Jesus, and the testimony of 
Jesus concerning John, vy. 1—19, [Luke vii. 18.] Con- 
demnation of the Galilean cities, and the blessings of the 
Gospel announced; vy. 20—80. [Luke x. 15. 21.] 


Verse 1. wédeow aitév. Seil. of the Galileans; for Christ 
was now in those parts. It is not uncommon in the Oriental 
dialects to employ a pronoun, where the antecedent to which it 
refers is not expressed, and must be supplied from the context. 
So Matt. xii. 9. Luke iv. 15. In the next verse, for Xousrov 
some few MSS. read ’Inoov, but the received text is unquestion- 
ably correct. The word Xgiordc, when alone, and with the 
article, is always in the N. T. the name of an office; and there- 
fore the import of the sentence is: When John had heard that 
those works were performed by Jesus, which were characteristic 


of the Messiah, he sent, §c. Camppett, Kurnort, Of John’s 
imprisonment see Matt, xiv. 3. 
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Ver. 3. ob el 5 toxduevoc, x. tr. X. ~The title He that is com- 
ing, or He that is to come, (the present being put for the future, 
to denote the certainty of the event) was that under which the 
Jews designated. their expected Messiah, and which they had 
adopted from Habak. ii. 3. Dan. vii. 18, Compare Matt. iii. 11. 
apt xxill. 39. Luke xix. 38, John i. 15. 27. vi. 14. Heb. 
x. 37. 


[or THE MESSAGE OF JOHN THE BAPTIST TO CHRIST. 


Commentators are greatly divided in opinion respecting the 
import of this message, and the motive of the Baptist in sending 
it. According to some, who have followed in the steps of Justin 
and Tertullian, it was suggested by a desire to satisfy some 
scruples which existed in his own mind respecting our Lord’s 
divine mission; and a few have even gone so far as to imagine, 
that these doubts originated in a disappointed expectation of de- 
liverance from the confinement to which he was now subjected. 
But the descent of the Holy Ghost at the baptism of Christ in 
Jordan, and the testimony from heaven, Matt. iii. 17. the divine 
impulse by which he had previously recognized him as the Mes- 
siah, (see on John i. 33.) and his own repeated testimonies to his 
* being the Lamb of God, John i. 15. 26. 33. iil. 28. sqq. are en- 
tirely at variance with such a supposition. At all events, it is 
altogether incredible that the question implies a fretful remon- 
strance, that no miracle had been performed by Christ in the 
Baptist’s behalf. A man of John’s severe habits, who had spent 
his life in the most rigid and secluded manner, practising every 
species of austerity and self-denial, would never have been in- 
duced, by the circumstances of his present imprisonment, which 
does not appear to have prevented an intercourse with his friends, 
to send a peevish and impatient message of complaint; implying 
at least, in this view of the case, that he was wavering in his 
belief of the Messiah’s claims, These opinions, however, are 
not without learned and excellent advocates, who have main- 
tained that, inauspicious as they must appear, they cannot affect 
the evidence for the truth of the Gospel. But a far more satis- 
factory solution of the difficulty is that which is adopted by those 
commentators, who think with Euthymius and Theophylact, that 
the doubts, which it was the object of the message to remove, 
existed in the minds of John’s disciples. This explanation de- 
rives considerable support from the dispute which had actually 
arisen in that quarter with respect to the baptism of Jesus, and 
their master: and there are many other considerations which 
will here have weight, that could not apply to John himself. 
The notion which they had in common with the rest of their 
countrymen in regard to the temporal nature of the Messiah’s 
kingdom, might have made them hesitate in admitting his claims ; 
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and although John himself could never have sent an angry mes- 
sage to Jesus, it is not impossible that his disciples may have 
been offended at their master’s continued confinement, without 
any endeavour on the part of Jesus to-release him. It should 
seem, therefore, that it was the Baptist’s design to refer them to 
Christ himself for the removal of their scruples, and afterwards 
to adapt the lesson which they might receive from him, to the 
purpose of future instruction. Our blessed Lord, perceiving at 
once the intention of his forerunner, afforded him the most effec- 
tual means of performing it. By an extraordinary display of his 
supernatural endowments he exhibited before their eyes a splen- 
did and complete fulfilment of a most remarkable prophecy, and 
sent them back to their master for the application. The caution 
with which he concluded his answer, v. 6. will thus apply to the 
messengers themselves, and would induce them to give a ready 
assent to the Baptist’s admonitions. It appears, therefore, that ~ 
the message, instead of arguing the existence of any doubt in the 
mind of John, which would naturally invalidate his former tes- 
timony, was, in fact, intended to establish his disciples in the 
belief of that testimony. Limborch, indeed, contends that John 
had no other view than a direct affirmation of the Messiah’s 
claims; which, as he was prevented by his imprisonment from 
delivering in person, he determined to effect by means of his 
disciples. In conformity with this conjecture, he would render 
the passage without an interrogation: Thou art he that should 
come; and do we look for another? This notion, however, at 
the same time that it entirely destroys the force of our Saviour’s 
reply, is inconsistent with the grammatical construction of the 
sentence. An hypothesis has also been started, that John, en- 
tertaining no doubt of Christ’s pretensions, intended to urge him 
to a more speedy establishment of that kingdom, the nature of 
which he did not himself entirely comprehend. But John was a 
prophet of more than ordinary qualifications ; and it cannot be 
conceived, even though the full spirit of his declaration were un- 
known to himself, that any thing would proceed from him di- 
rectly or indirectly at variance with the commission, to which he 
was divinely appointed. Hammonp, Wuirsy, Doppripce.— 
[Licutroot, Werstern, Macknieurt, KUINOEL. | . 


Ver. 5. tupot avaf3Aérover. Our Lord here plainly alludes 
to the prophetic descriptions of the Messiah delivered by Isaiah, 
thus indirectly asserting his divine commission. The allusions 
are more particularly to Isaiah xxxv. 5, 6. lxi. 1. There is no 
place in the Prophets which predicts the cleansing of lepers, or 
ravsing the dead, among the characteristics of the Messiah, but 
the latter, as well as the former, of these tokens (see Matt. viii. 
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4.) was traditionally expected to distinguish his reign. The 
Rabbins affirmed, that in the land where the dead should arise, 
the kingdom of the Messiah would commence ; and it is clear 
from John vii. 31. that the most astonishing miracles were looked 
for at his hands. Upon this, therefore, as upon other occasions, 
our Lord not only appealed to the evidence of prophecy, but 
realized the expectations which their traditions had led them to 
encourage. WHITBY, SCHOETTGEN. 

Ibid. wrwyxoi. This may include the poor in spirit; but 
there is, at the same time, no reason to depart from the obvious 
sense of the word. The prophetic declaration, to which our 
Lord alludes, seems to have had a special reference to the 
Scribes and Pharisees, who neglected and despised the poor as 
people of the earth, (John vii. 49.) and held it as a maxim, that 
_ the Spirit would only rest upon the rich. The verb evayyeXiZeo- 
Oa implies not only the act, but the effect, of preaching; i. e. 
the conversion of those to whom the Gospel is addressed. It 
frequently happens that verbs are so used as to denote the full 
effect of the action which they represent. Compare Isaiah Ixv. 1. 
Rom. x. 20. Gal. vi. 1. Tit. iii. 11. So in the next verse, cxav- 
dadioOjvat is to be ensnared into sin, by reason of the scandal 
or offence set before him; i. e. by any thing which obstructs the 
Christian course, or causes to fall from the faith. See on Matt. 
v. 27. and compare Matt. xiii. 21, 57. xv. 12. xvii. 27. xviii. 6, 
7. xxvi. 31. Mark iv. 17. xiv. 27. Luke vii. 23. John xvi. 1. 
Rom. ix. 33. xiv. 13. 21. and elsewhere. Wuitsy, Hammonp, 
GROTIUS. 


Ver. 7. xadXapov bro avéivov cadsvdpevov. It is supposed by 
some that these words are to be taken in their natural sense; 
and that the interrogative form of the sentence implies a nega- 
tion, to the effect that it was not the sight of a trifling thing, such 
as a reed, with which the wilderness abounded, that induced the 
multitudes to resort thither during the time of John’s ministry. 
But it is far preferable to understand the expression as meta- 
phorically descriptive of a weak unsteady mind, yielding from 
side to side as a reed shaken .by the wind. So Euthymius: 
Kovpov kal evpimictov avOpwrov. This import of the words is 
fully authorized by what follows in v. 8. where our Lord intends 
to eulogize the austere and mortified life of the Baptist, as he 
here proclaims the steady consistency of his conduct. The force 
of the allusion, indeed, is contained in the agitation of the reed, 
rather than in the reed ttself, and the words v6 avéuov cadevd- 
pevoy are altogether unmeaning upon any other supposition. 
Compare Ephes. iv. 14. Heb. xii. 9. This view of the case is 
further confirmed by the observations on y. 3. Wuirsy, Mack- 
yieut, Kurnorn.—[Grorius, CAMPBELL, Ros—ENMULLER. | 
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Ver. 9. mepicodrepov moopirov. See the next note. The 
citation in v. 10. is from Mal. iii. 1. of the difference between 
which and the original Hebrew see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 
208. It may be remarked, however, that this difference does 
not affect the correctness and veracity either of the Prophet or 
the Evangelist. For though Christ be a distinct person, yet he is 
one and the same God with the Father; so that with the Evange- 
lists the persons are not confounded, and with the Prophet the 
Godhead is not divided. The fulfilment of the prophecy in John 
is a convincing evidence of his heavenly commission, and, by 
consequence, of the truth of the Christian religion. Some, in- 
deed, have asserted its completion in Malachi himself, arguing 
from the signification of which his name admits, and from his 
being the last prophet before the Messiah’s advent. But the 
length of time which intervened between Malachi and Christ 
cannot be reconciled with the sudden coming of the Lord to his 
Temple, foretold in the prediction; not to mention that the de- 
claration of the Evangelist is an unanswerable proof that the 
Baptist alone can be the object of the prophecy. Compare also 
Mal. iv. 5, 6. with Matt. iii. 10. Luke i. 17. Jones. Of the 
custom alluded to, see Horne, Vol. III. p. 92. . 

Ibid. &yyedov. This term was not confined to those who 
were sent on more important commissions, as Moses, Numb. xx. 
16. but applied generally to prophets, and those who held any 
sacred office. Maimonides: Propheta non raro vocatur angelus. 
The high-priest is so called in Mal. ii. 7. and so Diod. Sic. 
(speaking of the Jews,) "Apxepéa vouiZover adroic &yyedov ye- 
vécOa twv Tov Ocod mpoctayparwy. Compare Judg. ii. 1. 
2 Chron. xxxvi. 15, 16. Isaiah xliv. 26. Hagg.i. 13. In Rev. ii. 
1. it would be well rendered bishop, or president. BEAUSOBRE.— 
[Grortius.] Campbell would here translate angel, although a 
human messenger is intended, from the idea that there is a com- 
parison between the two titles Prophet and Angel, with a view 
to exalt the latter. But the comparison does not consist in the 
name, but in the office; and the English word angel is confined 
to a peculiar class of heavenly beings, which is not the case with 
the Greek. See on Matt. i. 20. 


Ver. 11. petwv. Luke vii. 28. wetZwv moopntnc. As a pro- 
phet, John the Baptist excelled in every thing which belonged 
to the character. He was commissioned by God, and had im- 
mediate communication with him, John i. 33. He foretold that 
the kingdom of heaven, spoken of by Daniel, was at hand; and 
he predicted the destruction of Jerusalem, as a punishment for 
the impenitence of the Jews, and their obstinate rejection of the 
Messiah, Luke iii. 17. But the preeminence which our Lord 
declares him to have possessed above the prophets of the.O. T. 
seems to have consisted in the clearness and precision, with which 
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his predictions were delivered, and in the superior dignity of his 
office, as the immediate forerunner of Christ. The time of his 
appearance also was in those days which ‘‘ many prophets and 
righteous men had desired to see, and had not seen them.” The 
prophets of old had only foretold the Messiah’s advent as a dis- 
tant event, but it belonged to John to introduce him personally 
to the world. Hence, he was looked upon in early times as the 
grand connecting link between the Jewish:and Christian dispen- 
sations. ‘Tertull. adv. Marc. IV. 33. Quasi non et nos limitem 
quendam agnoscamus Johannem constitutum inter vetera et nova, 
ad quem desineret Judaismus, et a quo inciperet Christianismus. 
In his character too of the Messiah’s harbinger/he was himself 
the subject of prophecy, and he was ushered into the world by 
a train of the most miraculous events,- It may be inferred, also, 
from the strong expression of our Lord in the next verse, that the 
effects of his ministry were in perfect accordance with the superior 
importance of his office. Still every teacher of the Gospel, though 
much inferior to John in those points which distinguished him from 
the ancient prophets,—for this seems to be the import of the com- 
parative puxodrepoc, scil. "Iwavvov,—is greater than he. The 
Apostles, for instance, excelled the Baptist in their more intimate 
acquaintance with the real extent and design of Christianity; they 
were employed in erecting the kingdom, of which John had only 
announced the beginning ; they preached Christ crucified, his re- 
surrection and ascension, and were endued with more abundant 
light to make known the blessing of the covenant which he sealed 
with his blood ; they were endued also with supernatural powers, 
whereas “‘ John did no miracle,” John x. 41. and they were 
filled with the Holy Ghost, which had not fallen upon him, John 
vii. 389. This reasoning extends in part to Christians in general; 
but it is clear that the greatness alluded to is that of knowledge 
and illumination with respect to the kingdom of grace, and not 
of recompence in the kingdom of glory. Wuirsy, Macknicur, 
Licutroot, Grotius. The verb zyépecfa, and its synonym 
avacrivat, are used especially of illustrious characters, whose 
superior qualifications raise them above the ordinary level of 
mankind. The corresponding Hebrew word is DP, kum. Com- 
pare Exod. i. 8. Deut. xiii. 1. xviii. 15, 18, xxxiv. 10. Judg. 
xxiv. 24. John vii. 52. KuINorEL, 


Ver. 12. 7 Baowsla rev ovpavov PiaZeru, x. tr. A. The 
verb PrdZew signifies to assault, to attack with violence ; and it 
here contains a metaphorical allusion to a siege. Hesych. (xd- 
Zerar’ Bialwe koareira. Erasmus: vi invaditur, sive occupatur. 
Compare Exod. xix. 24, LXX. With respect to the meaning 
of the latter clause, which is evidently a more forcible repetition 
of the former, there are two opinions, which are essentially dif- 
ferent from each other. According to one of these opinions, the 
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Pracrat are those who, by their continual attendance on the doc- 
trine of the Gospel preached to them, their care to understand 
it, and their readiness to receive it, evince their eager desire to 
be made partakers of the Messiah’s kingdom. On the other 
hand, it is contended that our Lord alluded to the publicans and 
sinners, and the meaner crowd of the Jews, who had formerly 
lived by rapine and violence, and were looked upon by the 
Scribes and Pharisees as persons unworthy of the blessings of 
the Messiah ; but who, in consequence of John’s preaching, had 
been induced to embrace the Gospel, and amend their lives in 
conformity with its precepts. This latter interpretation is ‘not 
only abundantly confirmed by Matt. xxi. 31. Luke yii. 29. xvi. 
16. but is exactly what one would expect from the absence of 
the article before Pacrai. Had the article been inserted, of 
Pvacrat would have included a whole species or class, and would 
therefore have been the reading on the first supposition; but 
Pasral, (as payor, Matt. ii. 1. ayyedo, iv. 11.) denotes only 
certain individuals of a class; those, namely, who had attended 
to the Baptist’s call to repentance; since it is too much to expect 
that all the violent would do so without exception. It is re- 
markable that Schleusner, who adopts the other explanation, has 
twice quoted the passage, (viz. under Braorne and ap7aZw) andin 
both instances with of Biacrai, upon the authority, unless alto- 
gether from accident, of a single MS. To return to the verb (3:a- 
GeoOar, we may observe, that as force is repelled by force, there 
may be a further allusion to the obstacles which were raised 
against the reception of the Gospel by the Scribes and Pharisees, 
and, in fact, by the passions, prejudices, opinions, and autho- 
rities of every human institution whatsoever. Licurroot, Gro- 
TiIus, RosENMULLER, MIDDLETON, SCHOETTGEN, WETSTEIN, &c. 


Ver. 13. wavrec yao oi moopfra x. t. X. The causal particle 
yao marks the reason of the wonderful success which attended 
the Baptist’s preaching. The dispensation of the Law was now 
passing away, and the events predicted by the prophets were 
now passing before their eyes, John being in fact that prophet 
whom Malachi had foretold under the name of Elijah, as ap- 
pointed to introduce the promised Messiah to the world. It was 
a common saying with the Jews before the birth of Christ, that 
the prophets prophesied only until the times of the Messiah. 
MackNIGHT, SCHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 14. d&ac0a. Credere; as in Luke viii. 13. Acts viii. 
14, Soph. Cid. T. 217. ray tav OAy¢ tn KXbwv Séxeo0ar. 
The pronoun rovro is evidently understood; and so in Eurip. 
Hipp. 694. tyw dtkaye mode 70, ci Sa, Eye. In the same 
sense is used the Hebrew Sap, caphal, which is rendered by 
weBeoOa in Esth, iv. 4. LXX. Werstrer, Kypxe, Kurnoen. 
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[on THE TYPICAL RESEMBLANCE BETWEEN JOHN THE BAPTIST 
AND ELIJAH. 


Our blessed Lord in this place declares the fulfilment in the 
person of the Baptist of the celebrated prophecy in Mad. iv. 5. 
Behold I will send you Elijah the Prophet before the coming of 
the great and terrible day of the Lord. Nevertheless, objec- 
tions have been raised against its accomplishment in John, rest- 
ing chiefly upon the answer which he returned to the enquiry of 
the Priests and Levites, who were sent to examine into the nature 
and design of his mission. Upon his candid disavowal of any 
claim to be received as the Christ, they immediately demanded of 
him, Art thou Elias? and he saith, I am not: John i. 21. This 
question was doubtless suggested by a tradition which generally 
prevailed at the time,—founded in all probability upon a misin- 
terpretation of the LXX translation of this very passage in 
Malachi, and strengthened by the belief which the Jews seemed 
to have imbibed during the Babylonish captivity, of the Pagan 
doctrine of the Metempsychosis,—that Elijah would be restored 
to life, and precede their Messiah in person. This expectation 
may be traced in several passages of the N. T. (Matt. xvi. 14. 
xvii. 10. xxvi.. 49. Mark ix. 12. 15.) and Trypho, the Jew, 
affirms his persuasion that the Tishbite would appear to anoint 
the Messiah, and manifest him to the people. Justin M. Dial. 
pp- 153. 235. ed. Thirlby. There seems also to be an allusion 
to the same opinion in the beautiful eulogium which is passed 
upon Elias by the son of Sirac, Eeclus. xlviii. 10. 6 rapaypadgete 
éy éAéypore cig kaipotbc. Perhaps, however, the words will admit 
of a different version from the E. T., so as to represent Elias as 
the type or exemplar (\eypoc) of what the Baptist would be in 
after times. In the Talmudistic writings there are many passages 
to this effect, and prayers abound in their Liturgies, of which the 
following is a specimen from the Dictionary of Elias the Levite : 
Elias was. in the days of Gibeah: so let it be God's good will 
that he may be with us in this time, and let that verse be accom- 
plished upon us, Behold I send you Elias. So ts the prayer of 
Elias the author. The modern Jews, to this day, pray for the 
appearance of Elijah; in hopes that: he will be immediately fol- 
lowed by the Messiah. 

Now it is very clear that the Baptist was not Elias, according 
to the sense in which he was expected by the Jews; and, conse- 
quently, his answer to the messengers cannot invalidate the asser- 
tion of Jesus, that he was Elias which was for to come. That the 
figurative adoption of a name by no means argues an identity of 
person, is admitted by the Jewish Rabbins; and in reference to 
this very fact Maimonides delivers his opinion to this effect, m 
which.he is supported by R.'Fachuma, a commentator of consi- 
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derable note. ‘ Doubtless,” says he, “ here is a promise of the 
manifestation of a prophet in Israel a little before the appear- 
ance of the Messiah, whom some of the learned would have to be 
Elias, the Tishbite; but others, and among them the great 
Dr. Maimonides, think this prophet shall be of equal degree with 
Elias, for the knowledge of God, and reverence of his holy 
name; and that he is therefore called Elias.” Indeed, nothing 
can be objected to this explanation of the prophecy, which would 
not have the same weight in regard to others, where the same 
mode of designation is used. In several places where the Mes- 
siah is spoken of under the title of David, as Hos. iii. 5. Jerem. 
xxx. 9., it has never been doubted to whom the appellation is 
applied: and the Jews themselves called this very Elias by the 
name of Phineas, in allusion to some faint resemblance between 
the two persons. See Levi Gershun on 1 Kings xvii. 

Most of the Jewish expositors acknowledge that the prophecy 
under consideration regards the Messiah; and even those who 
refer it to the restoration of the Shechinah, virtually concede 
the same point. For the want of this symbol of the divine pre- 
sence in the second temple was supplied by the personal glory of 
the Son of God. It is true they deny that the Messiah and 
his forerunner have appeared, and consequently assert the non- 
fulfilment of the prophecy. But with those who are free from 
their prejudices, it is not necessary to adopt the interpretations 
which depend upon them; more especially as the true import of 
the typical character of Elias is fully explained in the Gospel. 
The angel, in manifest allusion to the prediction of Malachi, ex- 
pressly told Zacharias that his son would be endowed with the 
spirit and power of Elias, Luke i. 17. and these qualifications 
were communicated to the Baptist as the spirit of Moses was 
given to the Elders, Numb. xi..25. and as the spirit of this same 
Elijah was shed upon Elisha,’ :while he witnessed the ascent of 
his teacher into Heaven, 2 Kengs ii. 15. Now, although the re- 
semblance between John and ‘Elijah is observable in their rigid 
austerity of life and manners, and extended even to the external 
peculiarities of dress, in the discharge of their respective offices 
it was still more conspicuous. In the spirit of Elias the Baptist 
fearlessly stood forward in the cause of expiring religion, and in 
his power he rekindled the dying embers of piety and virtue. In 
his spértt he was exceedingly jealous for the Lord of Hosts, and 
in his power he turned many of the children of Israel to the 
Lord their God, Luke i. 16. In the spirit of him who shrunk 
not from the threats of Ahab and Jezebel, he boldly reproved 
the incestuous intercourse of Herod and Herodias; and in his 
power he struck terror into the heart of the guilty monarch. 

One point at least is clear, with respect to John’s answer to 
the messengers :—it must at once remove all suspicion of impos- 
ture and deceit. Had he been a. deceiver, he would instantly 
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have adopted any measure, which, by flattering the prejudices of 
the people, would have tended to ensure his success. It cannot, 
therefore, be supposed that he would have neglected the oppor- 
tunity which now presented itself; when they wanted but his 
own sanction to receive him as the forerunner of their expected 
Messiah. His outward appearance, his apparent zeal, and his 
severe religion, were all in unison with their most favourite no- 
tions. The opportunity was suggested by themselves, and suc- 
cess was certain. Imposture never could have disregarded so 
favourable an occurrence. Licgutroor, WuiTBy, Mepz, Macx- 
NIGHT. | 


Ver. 15. 6 txwv Gra axoteay, axovérw, That is, Let him hear 
and understand: and not like the Jews, and especially the 
Pharisees, (1) yeved avrn, v. 16.) who rejected the counsel of God 
against themselves, (Luke vii. 30.) by perversely resisting the 
evidence of the Gospel, in whatever shape proposed. The verb 
axovev is used in the sense of éntelligere in Mark iv. 33. 
1 Cor. xiv. 2. and the expression axovere cal ouviere occurs in 
Luke xy. 10. The admonition is a strong and general appeal to 
the reason and understanding, demanding an impartial and un- 
prejudiced examination of the doctrines proposed for our recep- 
tion: it is repeatedly used in the N. T. after prophetic declara- 
tions figuratively expressed, or after parables descriptive of im- 
portant truths, and demanding the. more especial consideration 
of mankind. Compare Matt. xiii. 9. Mark iv. 9. Luke viii. 8. 
Rev. ii. 7. 11. 17. 29. Macxnicut, Kurnort, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 16. rive 6pouwow. This is the usual form of introducing 
a parable; and it is frequently found in the Talmud. So Mark 
iv. 30. Luke xiii. 18. 20. For rasdapiouc tv ayopaic many MSS. 
read zaidlore év ayooa, probably from Luke vii. 32.; but which- 
ever be the true reading, any public place, and not the forum or 
market in particular, is evidently intended. See Prov. i. 20. 
Isaiah xv. 3. Amos v. 16. Zech. viii. 5. LXX. in all which 
places the Hebrew word denotes a market-place ; and in the 
last, where the Greek is 2v raic mAaretaic, there is an allusion, 
as here, to the sports of children. In the same sense ayopa is 
also used in Tob. ii. 3. 3 Esdr. ii. 18. 2 Mace. ii. 10. LXX. 
The verb xa0ijo0a signifies generally versari, as in Matt. iv. 16. 


KUINOEL. 


Ver. 17. nodhoapev ipiv, x. t. In Judea it was usual at 
feasts to have music of an airy kind, accompanied with dancing ; 
and at funerals melancholy airs, while the friends of the deceased 
testified their grief by striking their breasts, and uttering doleful 
lamentations, See Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 480. 524. 

10 


144. “MATTHEW XI 19. 


Among parties of children, imitating these things in their diver- 
sions, while one set performed the music, if the other refused to 
answer them by dancing or lamenting, it naturally gave rise to the 
complaint, We have piped unto you, §c., which at length passed 
into a proverb. Epictet. 35. we ra waidla avaorpaphoy, a viv piv 
madaorac ralZe, viv 62 avAnrac, viv d? povouaxove, sita cadri- 
Cu, sira ropaywoet. See Arrian, Epict. II. 16. III. 15. There is 
a saying of R. Passa in the Gemara exactly parallel to this: I 
lamented to you, and you did not attend; I smiled to you, and 
you did not regard it; alas! that you will not decide between 
good and evil. In applying the proverb to the Pharisees, our Lord 
intimated that the divine wisdom had employed every method 
proper for converting them, but in vain. By the mournful airs 
he represented the severe austerities of the Baptist, which so 
utterly eclipsed their own hypocritical mortifications, that they 
attributed his conduct to madness and dzmoniacal possession. 
The cheerful music, on the other hand, fitly pourtrayed the mild 
and engaging manner of our Saviour’s instructions, which he im- 
parted to all, even publicans and sinners, and drew down the Pha- 
risaical insinuation of gluttony and intemperance. It is obvious 
that the comparison extends to the whole parable; and that the 
children complained of, not those who made the complaint, are 
meant to represent the Jews. Macxnieut, Grorius. Of the 
verb niAfjcauev, it may be remarked that the tibia or pipe was 
used both at feasts and funerals by the Greeks and Romans, as 
well as by the Jews ; and it is to*this double use of the ¢ébia that 
our Lord refers. Compare Isaiah xvi. 11. Jerem. xlviii. 36. 
Luke xv. 25, Aisop. Fab. XXXIX. 94, Propert. El. III. 10. 
23. Ovid. Heroid. XII. 139. The verb Oonvety here signifies 
to chaunt a dirge. So 2 Sam. i. 17. LXX. @ofvnoe rdv Opivov. 
In Jerem. ix. 17. the prefice, or women hired to sing at fune- 
rals, are called ai Opnvovca, as they are also designated in 
AAsop. Fab. CXXIT. Compare Hom. I. Q. 722. After &dacbe 
there may be an ellipsis of orépva or orfOca, the former of which 
is supplied in Lucian. Dial. Meret. and the latter in Dioscor. 
Epig. VIII. 2. Perhaps, however, the middle verb is sufficient, 
which, of itself, denotes kémrew éavtdv. The same use of the 
verb occurs in Rev. i. 7. xviii. 9. In Luke vii. 32. the word 
employed is xAafeww. Grotius, KurnorL, CAMPBELL. 


Ver, 19. Kat eixariOn ) copta x. rt. X. There is considerable 
difference of opinion among the commentators respecting the 
meaning of this passage. Elsner thinks the clause was spoken 
by the Pharisees, and maintains that «a0 should be ren- 
dered ts condemned, in accordance with the sense which the word 
is explained to bear in Eurip. Herac. 191. Thucyd. III. p- 200. 
so that the sense would be, the doctrine is condemned by its dis- 
ciples. But it is far more natural to take the sentence as our 
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. lion’. reflection on the conduct of the Jews, the particle kat 
- being understood in the sense of adAd, but, as in Gen. xxxi. 7. 
Exod. i. 7. Psalm iv. 5. UXX. Matt. xii. 43. xiii. 22. John v. 
40. and, indeed, admitting that the sense assigned to Sikaodv is 
warranted by the passages cited in support of it, it is highly impro- 
bable that such is its meaning here, since in every other passage 
where the word occurs in the N. T. and the LXX. it is inva- 
riably employed in a favourable meaning, to justify, i. e. to ac- 
count just or righteous, to acquit, to absolve. Others sup- 
pose that our Lord applies cogia to himself; others, again, that 
“under the word récvwy he includes himself and the Baptist; and 
it has also been thought that by the children of wisdom are 
_ meant the fruzts or effects of wisdom, probably from the circum- 
stance that the Vatican MS. reads Zoywy instead of récevwv. But 
the best interpretation seems to be that which depends upon the 
ordinary sense of dccaovv in the N. T., the aorist being used, as 
elsewhere repeatedly, for the present, and the preposition ad 
- being placed for i76, as in Isazah xlv. 25. LXX. 1 Mace. viii. 6. 
Acts x. 21. The counsel of God, i. e. the method which he 
adopted to reclaim the Jews, is here denominated Wisdom, (com- 
pare Luke vii. 30. 35.) and her chéldren are those who humbly 
and piously embrace the all-wise dispensations of God. In this 
acceptation the words récvov and vide are frequently used in 
Scripture. Compare Luke xvi. 18. Eph. ii. 2. v. 6. and see note 
on Matt. viii. 12. The passage, therefore, may be thus para- 
phrased:—The conduct of John the Baptist and myself, how- 
ever different, are alike conformable to the divine wisdom; and 
those who are enlightened by this wisdom will justify both, i. e. 
will vindicate the prepriety of both, as the result of different cir- 
cumstances. Grotius, MacknicHT, CAMPBELL, JONES, KutI- 
NOEL.—[ELsneR, MarkLAnp, A. CLARKE. | 


Ver. 21. oval cot, XopaZiv’ x. r.X. E.T. Woe to thee! §c. 
But the exclamation is rather indicative of pity than of anger, and 
would be better rendered by the interjection alas! Of the towns 
here mentioned see Horne’s Geographical Index. Chorazin is 
not elsewhere mentioned, except in the parallel place of Luke x. 
13. and the only account of it is to be found in Jerome, de locis 
Hebr. p. 4. C. who places it two miles from Capernaum. Some 
have thought with Origen in Phélocal. §. 27. p. 109. ed. Spencer. 
that it should be written Xwpa Ziv, the region of Zin; and that 
xéoa is added to distinguish it from the wilderness of the same 
name. But our Lord speaks expressly of rac wéXzc, cities, 
y. 20. and itis mentioned in connexion with Capernaum and 
Bethsaida, and in opposition to Tyre and Sidon. There is no 
MS. authority for Origen’s conjecture. Our Lord alludes in 
this verse to the prophetic denunciations against Tyre and Sidon 
in Isaiah xxxiii. 1. Jerem. xxv. 22, xlvii. 4. Ezek, xxvi. Xxvil. 
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xxviii. Zech. ix. 2. and asserts, that if these denunciations had 
been accompanied with miracles, such as he exhibited in the 
cities of Galilee, they would have repented in sackcloth and 
ashes; which were the usual token of the bitterest grief. See 
on Matt. vi. 16. Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 503. and my note 
on Hom. Il. 3. 27. The same sentiment extends through the 
following verses, except that Capernaum seems to be mentioned 
separately, as being the constant residence of our Lord, and the 
more favoured witness of his miracles and discourses. Hence,- 
also, it is compared with Sodom, which afforded the most terrible 
example of divine vengeance which the world had ever beheld. 
A. CLARKE, KuInoeL, Macxnient. Of the declaration in the 
following verse see on Matt. xv. 2. 0 


Ver. 23. Ewe rod ovpavov twAdoa. Euthymius: dua 7d Kxar- 
olKely éy avTy Tov Xotoroy, kal Ta TWOAAG TOV Davpatwv év avTH 
tehécat. The expression is occasionally used as hyperbolically 
descriptive of lofty buildings, trees, &c. as in Gen. xi. 4. Dan. 
iv. 8. and thence metaphorically applied to represent a state of 
prosperity, and the enjoyment of the greatest privileges. Compare 
Isaiah xiv. 13. sqq. 2 Mace. ix. 10. So Hom. Od. I. 20. kat 
pev khéoc ovpavor tke. Horat. Od. I. 36. Sublimi feriam sidera 
vertice. It is clear, therefore, that the opposite expression f£w¢ qoov: 
kara3i3ac0jiva is similarly proverbial of a state of despair and 
desolation. Compare Isaiah xiv. 15. lvii. 9. Tob. xiii. 2. Both 
are united in Epigr. Incert. ap. Anthol. I. 80.15. ad Fortunam : 
Tove © amo TOV vepedwv sic aionv karayec. Compare Job xi. 8. 
Psalm cxxxix. 8. Amos ix. 2. The word &ne occurs eleven 
times in the N. T. where, in the E. T. it is invariably rendered 
fell, except in one instance, (1 Cor. xv. 55.) where it is trans- 
lated grave. In the Greek poets it is used as the proper name 
of Pluto, the god of the Infernal Regions, though it more cor- 
rectly imports the Infernal Regions themselves, answering to 
the Latin, Oreus, or rather Infernus, comprehending the recep- 
tacle of all the dead, and including both Elysium, the place of 
the blessed, and Tartarus, the abode of the miserable. The 
derivation of the word is from a priv. and ddw, video, evidently 
originating in the notion which was entertained both by Greeks 
and Hebrews, and indeed by the ancients in general, that the 
repository of departed souls is under ground. Such being the 
import of the word ane, it is evident that it is improperly ren- 
dered Hell in the sense which is now affixed to the word; and 
for which the Greek appellation is yéevva, See on Matt. v. 22. 
In the O. T. the corresponding word is NW, sheol, which sig- 
nifies the state of the dead in general, without any distinction of 
good or bad ; and in translating the word, the LX X have almost 
mvariably used génc. Neither can the word with any propriety 
be rendered grave, although there are some places in which the 
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term would express the purport of the sentence with sufficient 
clearness, as in Gen. xxxvii. 35. xlii. 38. But the Hebrew word 
for grave or sepulchre is AP, keber, corresponding with the 
Greek rapoc; and although the word would occasionally suit the 
sense equally well with aéne, in particular instances, it is clear 
from other passages that the two are not identical. CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 25. awoxp.8ete civev. This phrase is often used in the 
N. T. where nothing has gone before to which an answer could 
be accommodated; in which case it must be referred to some 
Adyog évdiaberoce, or tnward conception, in connection with what is 
passing in the speaker’s mind. In the present instance our Lord’s 
ejaculation is evidently the consequence of his reflection upon the 
infidelity of those cities, among which he had done his mighty 
works, and of those Pharisees who rejected the doctrines both of 
himself and the Baptist. In other places the answer is directed to 
the thoughts of those around him, as in Matt. xxii. 1. Luke v. 22. 
vii. 39, 40, or to their actions, Mark xiv. 48. or to some subject 
or circumstance which naturally elicits the observation. Compare 
Matt. xvii. 4. xxvi. 63. xxviii. 5. Mark ix. 38. Luke i. 60. xxii. 
51. The Hebrew 3 is used in the same manner. Compare 

_ Gen. xviii. 27. Deut. xxi. 7. xxvi. 5. xxvii. 14. Job iii. 2. Cant. 
ii. 10. Dan. ii. 37. WuitBy, Kuinorz. The words év éxelvy 
7 katow evidently fix the order of the narrative, and conse- 
quently prove that Lwke x. 21. is a repetition of the same words 
upon another proper occasion. Besides, the relative ravra can 
only refer to those doctrines of divine wisdom, the rejection of 
which by the Pharisees had just been the subject under consi- 
deration. DoppRinGE. 

Ibid. 2Eoporoyovpa. This verb sometimes denotes to con- 

fess sins, sometimes to acknowledge favours, and sometimes also 
to adore or venerate. In this last sense it is to be understood 
when followed by a dative, as in Luke x. 21. Rom. xiv. 11. 
Philo Alleg. I. p. 55. A. 6 rig rod Ozov Popovynsewe aoKyTIC 2&0- 
podoyetrat EVXAPLOTIKWE TH TO ayalov ap bdvuc Swonsapévyy. 
Euthymius explains it by evxapicr@. Compare Gen. ix. 33. 
Psalm xxviii. 7. The terms wese and learned, copot Kai ovverot, 
must be understood as equivalent to the Hebrew O'D371, haca- 
mim, and 0°21, nebonim, (Deut. i. 13. Prov. iii. 7.) which, 
after the establishment of academies in the country, were often 
used to denote those who had the superintendency of these semi- 
naries, or a principal part in teaching. Hence they are here 
applied to the Scribes, who had acquired considerable learning 
and skill in tradition, and thence became, as St. Paul describes 
them in 1 Cor. iii. 18. of Soxovvrec copoi civa. Accordingly, 
they are contrasted not with pwoeot, fools, but with vytiot, babes, 
i. e. illiterate persons, whose minds had not been cultivated in 
the schools of the Rabbins; and who were, therefore, from a 
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modest consciousness of their own inferior acquirements, more 
readily disposed to cultivate the spiritual wisdom of the Gospel. 
There are some remarkable sayings in the Talmudists, somewhat 
similar to this. Thus in Bava Bathra, p. 12. R, Jochanan said, 
From the time in which the Temple was destroyed wisdom was 
taken away from the prophets, and given to fools and children. 
Again, Synop. Sohar. p. 10. In the days of the Messiah, every 
species of wisdom, even the most profound, shall be revealed ; 
and this evento children. It is to be remarked that our Saviour 
does not praise God, because he had hid these things from the 
wise, but, that having done so, he revealed them to babes. 
Chrysostom: ov rofvuy dia Touro (scil. 76 atoKoupivat ard o- 
pov) xatos, aAX Sri a copol ovK Eyvwoay, Eyvwaav ovTo. We 
have the same idiom in Isaiah xii. 1. Rom. vi. 17. Neither can 
he be said to have hidden these things at all, otherwise than that 
he foresaw and permitted the consequence of Pharisaical obstinacy 
and pride. A similar remark will apply to a variety of passages 
in Scripture. Compare Haod. vii. 3, 4. 2 Sam. xii. 11, 12. 
xxiv. 1. 1 Kings xxii. 23. CAMPBELL, KurnoEt, WHITBY, 
Dopprineer, A. CLARKE, 


Ver, 26. ottwe tyévero evdoxia x. r. A. That is, evddcnoac 
outwe toiujoat. The word evdokia corresponds with the Hebrew 
87, and denotes the decree or determination of the divine will. 
Compare 1 Sam. xii. 22. 2 Mace. xiv. 35. 1 Cor. i. 21. This 
verse, it may be observed, is an energetic repetition of the pre- 
ceding, the words 2EouoAoyovpat cor being understood to com- 
plete the sentence. Kurnozt, Grortus. 


Ver, 27, mévra wou waped50y x. 7. X. Some have supposed 
that by wavra, all power, is intended, as in Matt. xxviii. 18. and 
others that persons are meant rather than things, in reference to 
the babes of which our Lord had just been speaking. The pas- 
sage is unquestionably attended with difficulties, but it may be 
fairly gathered from the context that the counsel of God is still 
the subject of the discourse, with the furtherance of which Christ 
was commissioned by the Father. The verbs Sovva: and Tapa- 
Sovva are frequently used in the sense of tradere or docere, as 
in Mark vi. 13. Luke i. 2. 1 Cor. xy. 3. Plato Phileb. p. 374. 
Hence, rapadocic, preceptum, institutum, Matt. xv. 2. 1 Cor. 
xi. 2, The sense of the passage therefore will be, The doctrines 
which I deliver I have received from my Father. Compare John 
vil. 7, 8. In this text there is an evident intimation of a certain 
distinction and subordination in the persons of the Godhead ; and 
that though the glory is equal in all, and their majesty co-eternal, 
still the attributes of divinity mysteriously originate with the 
Father. The clause immediately following asserts a reciprocal 
knowledge of the Father and Son, which is beyond the compre- 
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hension of every human being, such knowledge as we possess of 
the Father being obtained by communication from the Son. 
With this declaration our Lord naturally introduces the invita- 
tion which he is about to offer to those, who were inclined to 
come to him, and to learn of him those precepts of divine wisdom 
which it was his office to reveal. Kurnozt, BrausoBre.—{Ham- 
MOND, DopprineéE. | 


Ver. 28. xomivree cat mepootiopévor. The labours and 
burdens to which Christ primarily alludes, are the ceremonial 
observances of the Jewish law, rendered yet more irksome by the 
false interpretations of the Scribes, and thence called pootia 
Bapéa, SvoPdoraxra, Matt. xxiii. 4. Compare Acts xv. 10. 

he expression may also be extended metaphorically to those 
who laboured under the weight of their sins. Every Jew was 
under an obligation of appearing in the Temple at Jerusalem at 
least three times every year; and it is not improbable that the 
tenor of our Lord’s discourse was here suggested by the con- 
course of people who were assembled upon one of. these occa- 
sions ; many of whom came from a considerable distance, some 
laden with burdens, and all fatigued with their journey. Kur- 
NOEL, Grotius, HamMmonp, JortTINn. See also Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. IT. p. 490. 


Ver. 29. The expressions doa tov Cuyov, and pabetv am 
guov, are nearly equivalent, the latter being simply explanatory 
of the former; and both, like desire mpdc m2 in the preceding 
verse, containing an invitation to become the disciples of Christ, 
and to embrace the Gospel. ‘The Hebrew word bay, oval, which 
signifies properly a yoke, by which oxen are harnessed to their 
work, is used metaphorically to denote any bond, or obligation, 
and thence applied by Christ to his religion, in opposition to. 
Judaism, which is called Zuyé¢ SovAsiac, Acts xv. 10. Compare 
Gal. y.1. The same meaning is expressed without a metaphor 
in 1 John v. 3. rnpetv évroXae ov Bagelac. The figurative sense 
of Guyoc is exemplified in Deut. xxviii. 47, 48. 1 Kings xii. 4. 
Psalm ii. 3. Lament. iii. 27. Isaiah x. 27. So especially in 
Eicelus. li. 26. LXX. tov teaxnrov tudv b7d0ere id Cuyov, 
kat imdeeacIw h Puxy tuo Tadelav’ eyybe éorw ebpsiv adr. 
In the Talmudists we meet with the yoke of the law, of the pre- 
cept, of the Kingdom of Heaven, of repentance, of faith, and the 
like; and in Shemoth Rabba it is said, Because the ten tribes 
did not take the yoke of the holy and blessed God upon them ; 
therefore Sennacherib led them into captivity. ‘The same meta- 
phor is also employed by Grecian philosophers. Thus Cleanthes 
in Diog. Laert. VII. 5. 4. avroe pdvoe dévacba Bacraav rd 
Zhvwvoe pootiov. Compare Pind. Pyth. II. 172. Camppe tr, 
Lieutroor, Kurnoet, A. CLARKE. 
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Ibid. bri road ciue x. tr. X. Parallel to the sense in which 
these words are sometimes understood is Senec. Consol. ad 
Polyb. §. 36. Discat ab eo clementiam, atque a mitissimo omnium 
principe mitis fiert. But it does not appear to be so much our 
Lord’s aim to recommend his virtues to the imitation of the 
people, as himself to their choice as a teacher. The whole is to 
be explained, therefore, as having a view to this end: Be in- 
structed by me, whom ye will find a meek and condescending 
teacher, not rough, haughty, and impatient, like the Scribes ; 
but one who can bear with the infirmities of the weak, and will 
adapt his lessons to the capacities of the learners. The adjective 
moaoc denotes mld, gentle, as in Matt. xxi. 5. and so Herodian, 

V.3. pérpidy te kal ToGoy EavTov Tolc TpOcLoveL Tapetxev. In 
James iy. 6. ramewde is opposed to brephpavoc, and therefore 
may be rendered unassuming. The noun avazavore, as the verb 
avaravey in v. 28., are properly opposed to Cuyde, and indicate 
relief from the burden of the-Jewish ceremonies, and thence, in 
an extended sense, the rest of heaven. Xen. Cyrop. VII. 5. 47. 
Soci pot Kal ) 2) Puy avaraboede twoe abiovv rvyxaven. 
Compare Ecclus. li. 26, 27. CampBeLt, Kurnoret, Exsner, 
KYPKE. ' 

Ver. 30. xonorée. _ Properly useful; and so it is understood 
by some in this place: but as applied to a@ yoke, it is well ren- 
dered in the E. T. easy, i. e. adapted to the strength of those 
who bear it. Compare Ephes. iv. 32. 1 Pet. ii. 3. Itis opposed 
to Bapve in Joseph. Ant. VIII. 8.1. The adjective 2Aadpde 
also is properly translated light. Lucian. de Merced. Cond. 
§. 13. Cuydv tXagpody re kat eVpopov. Diog. Laert. in Vit. Solon. 
I. 2.15. e& yap Dike vdpuove avrotc axPea Kovpdrara. Wer- 
STEIN, KypxkeE. : ; 





CHAPTER XIL 


Contents : — Christ defends his disciples from an imputed 
breach of the Sabbath, in plucking ears of corn; vw. 1—8. 
[Mark ii. 23. Luke vi. 1.] He restores the withered hand, 
and the Pharisees seek his life ; vv. 9—14. [Mark iii. 1. Luke 
vi. 6.] A prophecy fulfilled ; vv. 15—21. A demoniac cured; 
the calumnies of the Pharisees refuted, and the Scribes re- 
proved ; vv. 22—46. [Mark iii. 19. Luke xi. 14.] The faith- 
ful disciples of Christ declared to be his kindred; vv. 46—50. 
[Mark iii. 31. Luke viii. 19.) 


Verse 1. tv txeivy th xdiog. The time is more definitely 
marked in Luke vi. 1. By the plural é$Pacu nothing more is 
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understood than if the singular had been employed. The He- 
brew. Naw is sometimes rendered oaPSParov, and sometimes 
oaBPBara, by the LXX. Compare Exod. xxxi. 14. Levit. xxiii. 
32. Joseph. Ant. IIT. 10. card 8 B8dunv hpépar, frie c4B3 Bara 
kaXsirat. Horat. Sunt hodie tricesima Sabbata. See also Horne’s 
‘Introd. Vol. III. p, 171. With the adjective oropfuwv we 
must supply yweiwv. The same ellipsis is found in Xen. Cyr. 

1. 4, 16. 7a toyaowa, scil. ywoia. It is clear, from the Jewish 
writings, that there were public paths through their fields. Kut- 
NOEL, Grotius, LiguTroor. ‘ 


Ver. 2. 8 ovx tEcort x. t. AX. In the time of our Lord the 
Jewish traditions respecting the observance of the sabbath, 
were excessively minute and tedious. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 302. sq. It was mainly owing, indeed, to their super- 

_ stitious notions respecting the legality,of self-defence on this day 
that Pompey was enabled to ta salem. See Dion. Cass. 
XXXVI. With respect to Lugs here charged upon the 
disciples, it has been at it consisted in breaking their 
fast before the pg e of their morning service. See Acts 
i. 15. Butthe o on is not confined to this particular, being 
delivered, as well as our Saviour’s reply, in general terms. It 
appears from the Rabbinical writings that the Jews divided sab- 
batical violations into two classes, the first of which contained 
thirty-nine principal offences, each of which included a variety 
of subdivisions. Hence, in reference to the injunction against 
reaping, Exod. xxxiv. 21. it was ordained in one of their 
canons, that he that reapeth on the Sabbath, even to the quantity 
of a fig, is guilty ; and Maimonides affirms, that plucking ears 
as reaping. That this, however, was contrary to the spirit of 
the law is evident from Exod. xii. 16. and our Lord, in proof of 
this, refers them to the example of David, and the practice of 
the priests ; and adduces a declaration of the Almighty, which he 
had already cited upon a similar occasion, (Matt. ix. 13.) dis- 
pensing with the ritual observances of the law in cases of ne- 
cessity, or for purposes of charity. WuuitTBy, Ligutroot, A. 

- CLARKE. 


Ver. 3. of per avrov. From the words of Ahimelech to 
David upon this occasion, 1 Sam. xxi. 1. it appears that he was 
alone, and had no man with him ; but this must be understood 
comparatively, with regard to the train of nobles with which he 
was usually attended. The aptness with which our Lord applied 
this story in vindication of his disciples will readily appear from 
the interpretation of the ancient Rabbins, produced by Kemche 
on the passage: It is a small thing to say that tt is lawful for 
us to eat these loaves taken from before the Lord, when we 
are hungry ; for it would be lawful to eat this very loaf, which 
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as now set on, which is also sanctified in the vessel, (for the table 
sanctifieth); it would be lawful to eat even this when another 
loaf is not present with you to give us, and we are so hunger 
bitten. Again: There is nothing which may hinder taking care 
of life beside idolatry, adultery, and murder. If, therefore, 
hunger were a sufficient justification in the case of David, it was 
no less so in the case of the disciples. Ligutroot, WuItTBy. 
Of the next verse see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 235. 296. 
It is clear that it was not the holy place into which David went, 
for the loaves of which he partook had been removed from before 
the Lord, and new bread had been placed in their room. See 
1 Sam. xxi. 6. CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 5. avéyvwre tv ty vouy. It is not meant that these 
words are to be found in the Law, but that the priests are en- 
joined in the Law to perform such servile works in the Temple 
on the Sabbath, as considered separately from the end of it, were 
a profanation; but no accusations were preferred against them, 
because it was necessary to the public worship, for which the 
Sabbath was set apart. From Numb. xxviii. 9. it appears that 
two additional lambs were sacrificed on the Sabbath, by which 
the ordinary work of the week was doubled. Compare Exod. 
xxix. 88. Inthe Talmud, Schabbath, p. 17. it is stated that 
the servile works which are done about holy things are not ser- 
vile : and Maimonides affirms that there is no Sabbatism at all 
in the Temple. Macxnicut, Licutroor, Wuitsy. It is ob- 
servable that the Hebrew word for Sabbath signifies also rest, 
and it is used in both senses in this verse. The Evangelist 
seems to indicate this difference of meaning by varying the 
Greek inflection of the word, using c4Bacr, from o43Pac, for 
the day, and o4(arov for the sabbatical rest. CamPBELL. 


Ver. 6. rov izoov wetZwv. In this declaration our Lord anti- 
cipates an objection that the service of the Temple, which ren- 
dered the duties of the priests a‘labour of necessity, was no 
excuse for the disciples. To this it is replied, that they were 
engaged in the service of one much greater than the Temple, so 
that any work which was necessary for their support in the pro- 
secution of that service, was equally allowable with the ministra- 
tion of the priests; more especially as their’s was an employ- 
ment of mercy, and therefore of far greater importance than sa- 
crifice or any other ritual observance. In many MSS. the read- 
ing is psiZov, which is sanctioned by several of the ancient Fa- 
thers, and is also more conformable to our Lord’s manner upon 
similar occasions. It must not be referred, however, as some have 
supposed, to the great work, which was then going on. See on . 
v. 41. infra. Christ may, probably, have alluded to his own 
body, as being the noblest Temple of the Deity, (John ii. 21.) or 
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rather perhaps to himself, as the Lord of the Temple. Compare 
Mal. ui. 1. Heb. iii. 3. The Jews esteemed nothing greater 
than the Temple, except the God who was worshipped in it. 
Grotius, Macxnieut, A. CLarKE, Doppripce.—| Kurnor..] 


Ver. 8. Képwoc yap tore x. 7. A. The true sense of the pas- 
sage is declaratory of our Lord’s power, as Lord of the Sabbath, 
to dispense with the laws relating to its observance. The particle 
yao is not here causal, but merely transitive ; or rather, the 
cause to which it refers is not expressed, but to be understood as 
passing in the mind of the speaker. See my note on Hom. Il. A. 
123. In Mark ii. 28. the clause is introduced by the particle 
wore instead of yde, by which it has been supposed to be con- 
nected with the observation, that the Sabbath was made for man, 
and not man for the Sabbath, which precedes it in that Gospel. 
There can be no doubt as to the sense in which our Lord intended 
these words to be understood, viz. that the rest of the Sabbath, 
which was instituted for the sake of man; tired with the labours of 
the week, ought therefore to yield to the good of man. But in 
order to interpret the succeeding clause as an inference from this 
declaration, it is necessary that the term 6 vidc rov avOowrov 
should be explained of man generally, in which acceptation it is 
no where else to be found in the Gospels; not to mention that 
the inference would be in fact nothing more than a repetition of 
the premises. It is much better, therefore, to consider the clause 
as a new argument, and to render Wore moreover, in which sense 
it is sometimes, though not very frequently, employed. We can 
scarcely suppose that Matthew and Mark intended the words to 
be understood differently; and little dependence can be placed 
upon the signification of particles, in the critical employment of 
which the Evangelists do not appear to have been very exact. 
With respect to the objection, that the clause taken in this sense 
is a direct assertion of the Messiahship, which Christ studiously 
avoided, it is answered, that there were occasions upon which he 
did not hesitate to avow his pretensions, as in John ix. 35. 37. 
and elsewhere. Wuitsy, Doppripgr.—[Grorivus, KurNogt.] 
Of the various reading in this verse, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. Il. 
p- 182, 


Ver. 10. xeioa Exwv Enodv. Probably through a partial pa- 
ralysis. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 516. This cure is 
stated in Luke vi. 6. to have been performed év iréopw caBPBary, 
on another Sabbath, probably on that immediately subsequent to 
the date of the occurrence in the corn-fields. The relation of 
time is less distinctly marked by Matthew, but the same order is 
preserved in the narrative of both Evangelists. 

Ibid. si t&eott x. tr. X. This question is, in fact, a virtual 
denial of the legality of healing on the Sabbath day. It was a 
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canon of the Jews that no medicine should be prepared, or any 
service done on the Sabbath, which was not actually necessary 
for the preservation of life, (Tertull. adv. Marcion. IV. 12.) and 
a number of cases are enumerated by Maimonides, in Schabbath, 
§. 21. in which the application of any remedy is forbidden. Among 
others, pain in the loins, tooth-ache, sore throat, &c. are excluded 
from relief till the following day. The School of Schammai, how- 
ever, went so far as to prohibit any attention whatsoever to the 
sick on the Sabbath, making it illegal even to console or to visit 
them; Schabbath,p.12. 1. In opposition to this doctrine our Lord 
did not hesitate to heal the withered hand, and although the cure 
was effected by a word, without any medicinal application, and 
therefore could not really be obnoxious to the Jewish canon, it 
could not fail to mark his disapproval of their uncharitable deci- 
sions. The pretended miracle related by Tacitus to have been 
performed by Vespasian, may be compared with this of Christ’s, 
for the purpose of investigating the degree of credibility to which 
each is respectively entitled. It is cited and examined by Mr. 
Horne, Introd. Vol. I. p. 294. Ligurroot,. ScHOETTGEN, 
WETSTEIN. 


Ver, 11. od xi xparhoe adrd, wat zyeost; It was a maxim of 
the Jews to take tender care of the goods of an Israelite, in ac- 
cordance with which it was lawful, ¢f a beast fell into a ditch or 
a pool of water, to bring him food in that place if possible, but if 
not, to bring clothes and litter, and bear up the beast. Hence 
R. Lazar saith, If a beast or its foal fall into a ditch on a holy- 
day, let him lift up the former to kill him; but let him give 
fodder unto the latter, lest he die in that place. To these maxims 
Christ very properly appeals in vindication of his intention to 
restore the man’s hand; arguing a minori ad majus, that it was 
a greater duty to act for the benefit of man than of beast. In 
after times the Rabbins denied the legality of these practices; 
but it is certain that they were allowed in the time of Christ, and 
in all probability revoked in consequence of his appeal to them. 
The inference deduced in favour of doing well on the Sabbath 
day, is also sanctioned by several Jewish canons. Wutrsy, 
LiGHTFOOT, SCHOETTGEN. 


_ Ver. 13. awoxareoran. This verb properly denotes restora- 
tion, redintegration ; and so, to restore to health. n this sense 
it is used in Ewod. iv. 7. LXX. Matt. xi. 13. Mark iii. 5. viii. 


25. Luke vi. 10. Apollod. Bibl. III. 6. anoKkaractivar waAw TAC 
épacuc. ELsNER. 


Ver. 14. cup obdiov 2AaBov. This expression is a Latinism, 
consilium capiebant. Its recurrence is so frequent in Latin 
writers as to supersede the necessity of illustration. The parti- 
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ciple 2A Odvree signifies the departure of the Pharisees from the 
synagogue, and cannot be understood as denoting a@ hostile at= 
tack, in which sense it is sometimes used by Xenophon and other | 
writers. That the construction is cuuBotArov zAaBov Kar’ ad- . 
Tov, and not kar’ avrov #&<AMdvrec; is clear from Matt. xxvii. 1. 
Mark iii. 6. Kurtnoen. ¥ 


Ver. 18. iSovd, 6 waic pov, x. 7X. This prophecy is cited 
from Isaiah xlii. 1. as presignifying the quiet and unobtrusive 
way in which Christ should propagate his religion, abstaining » 
from any violent or clamorous measures, and offering no re- » 
sistance to those who opposed him. The chief import of the 
prophecy, as far as regards the object to which it is applied by ° 
the Evangelist, is laid in the second verse; which was fulfilled in 
our Lord’s withdrawing himself from the rage of the Pharisees, 
and in charging his disciples not to make him known. With | 
this conduct, however, the whole prediction is intimately con- . 
nected, as pourtraying the means by which the Gospel would be * 
published, not only by himself, but by his apostles and ministers, | 
to the end of the world. Christianity was not to be promoted by ~ 
outward acts of violence, but by meekness and gentleness; and ' 
by this means it is to be at length established in all the nations : 

_ of the earth. With respect to the doubts which have existed as . 
to the true application of the prophecy, it is enough that Matthew ~ 
has established its Evangelical sense, so that there can be no | 
authority for understanding it either of the exiled Israelites, the © 
prophet himself, or Cyrus, to all of whom it has been referred by 


one or other of the commentators. The LXX seem to have in- . > 


clined to the former opinion, unless, indeed, the version has been _ 
corrupted, which is not improbable. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. 
p- 208. The titles with which the prediction opens are fre- . 
quently applied to the Messiah in the O. T., and appropriated - 
to him in the New. Compare Psalm xl. 7—9. Isaiah xlix. 3.5. — 
1.10. li. 18. iti. 11. Zech. iii. 8. with John xvii. 4. Philip. ii. © 

7%. See also Matt. iii. 17. John iii. 35. Ephes. i. 6. Col. 1. 13. 
The verb aigertZew signifies properly to select, to choose; as in — 
1 Chron. xxviii. 4. 6. LXX. and thence, to love, to favour, 
Numb, xiy. 8. In the LXX translation of the passage of Isaiah 
the corresponding word is avriAfboua, which comes nearer to 
the Hebrew original: the sense, however, is the same in either 
case, as indicating the divine fayour and protection. Hesych. 
HoeTloauny’® Hyamnoa, treDbunoa, noacOnv. Kurinoren. Of the 
word xpiow¢ see on v. 20. 


Ver. 19. od« éploe, v8? xpavydcoa. That is, he shall not be — 
contentious, or clamorous, in the discharge of his office, making 
no ostentatious display of his doctrines. This declaration was 
fulfilled by his ceasing to dispute with those Pharisees who had 
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been led by the unanswerable reply which he made to their charges, 
to seek his destruction. The terms employed are sometimes un- 
derstood in a military sense, in reference to the Jewish expecta- 

_tion of a temporal warrior; but such an interpretation is over- 
strained and unsatisfactory. Wauirsy.—[Mackxnieut. | 


Ver. 20. xaAapov ovvreroympévov x. t. X. Areed, in Scrip- — 
ture, is an emblem of weakness, as in Ezek. xxix. 6. and conse- 
quently a bruised reed must signify that state of weakness which 
borders on dissolution. The expression is obviously metaphori- 
cal, as also the Nivov rupdpuevov, smoking flax, which is intended 
to convey a similar idea. Vax was used for the wick of a 
lamp or taper, and thence by metonymy denotes the taper itself, 
which, when nearly extinguished, emits more smoke than light. 
With respect to the allusion here employed Jerome observes : 
Qui peccatori non porrigit manum, et qui non portat onus fratris 
sui, 7s calamum quassatum confringit ; et qui modicam seintillam 
fidet contemnit in parvulis, is linum fumigans extinguit. We 
may observe that there is a stronger import in the prophecy than 
the words immediately convey. By not breaking the bruised 
reed, it is intimated that he will thoroughly repair and restore it ; 
and by not quenching the flax, that he will rekindle and enliven 
it: in other words, that he will reanimate the almost extin- 
guished goodness, and strengthen the wavering faith in the 
heart of the sinner, till, by that means, he fully establishes his 
Gospel throughout the world, and triumphs alike over Jewish 
opposition and Gentile idolatry. And, although he removed 
from the scene of immediate danger, he continued the same acts 
of charity and instruction as before, so as fully to answer the 
character which the prediction displayed. Wuirsy, Hammonp. 

Ibid. we av éxary x. r. A. Some interpret this clause, T%ll 
he turns condemnation to victory; and others, Till he exercise 
judgment upon the stubborn unbelieving Jews to the uttermost ; 
understanding ei¢ vixoc, to the end, or for ever. But the most 
probable interpretation is, T%l he make his Gospel triumphant ; 
i. e. till he fully establish his religion. The word xpiove, both 
here, and supra v. 18. is rendered from the Hebrew O5w’, 
mishpat; and may therefore be employed, like that word, to signify 
a divine law or rule of life. Compare Gen. xviii. 19. 1 Kings 
ix. 4. Psalm cxix. 108, That the phrase si¢ vixoe éxadXew 
may mean ¢o render victorious, is manifest from similar expressions 
in classic writers, such as sig adbvarov éx3aAXewv, to render im- 
possible; Polyb. I. 68. So Plato, Epict. VII. cig avappooriav 
kal amperetav 2xfddAav. For sie vicog the LXX read si¢ aAn- 
Otay, which is somewhat in favour of’ Dr. Randolph’s interpreta- 
tion, amounting, in fact, to the same thing: (see Horne, ub 
supra.) But the above method is more satisfactory, and more 
generally received ; and it is also confirmed by the insertion of 
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the article before xpiotv, so as evidently to represent the pos- 
sessive pronoun. GuitL, RapHerius, Mippieton.—[Licur- 
FOOT. | 


Ver. 23. 6 vide Aavid. See on Matt. i. 1. ix. 27. It was 
the persuasion implied in this expression that Jesus was the 
Messiah, and their fear that their credit with the people would 
be considerably diminished by the authority of Christ, which in- 
duced the Pharisees to calumniate the miracles which he per- 
formed, and attribute them to collusion with the devil. This 
persuasion had not yet risen into conviction; and it was their 
wish, by this insinuation, to remove it. The particle wri does 
not signify nonne, but num, as in Matt. vii. 16. Mark iv. 21. 
xiv. 19. et passim. ‘To render it by a negative would almost in- 
variably pervert the sense. In the present instance, indeed, 
there would be little apparent difference whether zs thas or és 
not this were used, except that the former implies that disbelief, 
the latter that belief, preponderates. The verb ¢fornuc in the 
beginning of the verse is used generally of any mental emotion. 
Compare Mark iii. 21. Xen. Mem. I. 5. 12. Here it evidently 
denotes admiration and astonishment, as in Gen. xliii. 33. Psalm 
xlviii. 6. Judith xii. 15. xv. 1. Hesych. t&fcravro* 20abmaZov. 
Wuirsy, CampseLy, Kurnort. Of the name Beelzebub see- 
on Matt. x. 25. 


Ver. 25. waca BactAcia x. t. X. The first part of our Lord’s 
answer to the imputation of the Pharisees, contained in this and 
the following verse, is a reductio ad absurdum. The safety of a 
state or family, says he, depends upon its concord and unanimity, 
and must be at once destroyed by the discords and divisions of 
its members. It is, therefore, absurd to imagine that Satan would 
endanger the welfare of his kingdom by assisting me in ejecting 
his agents from the bodies of men, into which he himself has 
given them power to enter. The influence which our Lord ex- 
erted, both by his doctrine and miracles, was in direct opposition 
to the advancement of the empire of the devil, and, therefore, little 
likely to be assisted by his connivance and co-operation. A si- 
milar argument is employed by Seneca, de Ira, II. 31. Salva 
autem esse societas nisi amore et custodia partium non potest. 
Cic. de Amic. 7. que enim domus tam stabilis, que tam firma 
civitas est, que non odiis atque dissidiis funditus possit everti? 
Compare Soph. Ant. 672. KurNoEL. 


Ver. 27. of viot suev. Your children; i.e. your disciples, 
scil. of the Pharisees. It was a custom with the Jews to use the 
terms father and son of a teacher and his scholar. Compare 
1 Kings xx. 35, 2 Kings ii. 3. 2 Tim. i. 2. Philem. 10. That 
many of the Jews did at this time endeavour to cast out demons 
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is evident from Luke ix. 4. Acts xix. 13. From various passages 
in the Fathers it appears that upon these occasions they invoked 
the name of the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; and Jose- 
phus states expressly that the art of exorcism was imparted by 
God to Solomon, who left behind him instructions by which 
devils were so effectually cast out as never to return again. See 
Justin, Dial. Tryph. p. 311. C. Iren. II. 5. Origen ec. Cels. IV. 
p- 183. Joseph. Ant. VII. 6. 3. VIII. 2. 5. The argument 
here employed by our Lord is extremely conclusive :—‘ If the 
‘person who casts out devils proves himself thereby to be in 
league with Satan, then are your disciples, and you their in- 
structors, in league with him; and consequently your calumnious 
charge against me evidently applies equally to them.” It is not - 
‘necessary to this conclusion, that the demons were actually ex- 
pelled by these exorcists; although it is possible that the invoca- 
tions of Jehovah may sometimes have been attended with success. 
Nothing more is required than that the Jews thought they were 
_ expelled, and that they did not attribute their expulsion to the 
agency of Satan, as they did the miracles of Christ. Wuutsy, 
_Macxnieut, KurnoEt. 


Ver. 28. év mvebpart Ocov. In Luke xi. 20. we have év Sak- 
tidy. Ozov. The expressions are equivalent, and imply simply 
by divine co-operation; the sense in which wvevua is here used 
‘being ‘the fifth assigned to it under Matt. i. 18. Our Lord’s 
argument proceeds thus: “ It is clear that the kingdom of Satan 
is overthrown, and the kingdom of God about to be established : 
for before the goods of a strong man can be plundered, a 
stronger than he must take possession of his house; so that the 
kingdom of Satan can only have been overthrown by a more 
powerful adversary. If then I do not my miracles by Satanic 
agency, but by divine co-operation, you ought to admit my claims 
to the Messiahship. And that I am sent to establish the king- 
dom of God in opposition to the kingdom of Satan is evident, for 
not only does not Satan cast out Satan, but he will not yield toa 
power which is not greater than his own, v. 29. and conse- 
quently, since I do act by a power superior to him, and in oppo- 
sition to his dominion, it follows that I am his enemy, according 
to the maxim, He that is not with me, §c. v. 30. Some, in= 
deed, suppose that Christ intended to apply this proverb to the 
Pharisees, as indicating their opposition to the kingdom of God, 
announced in Dan. iv. 34. vii. 14, and their advancement of the 
interests of the devil. But the pronouns are used indifferently 
in expressions of this nature, and there is no occasion to refer 
guov to Christ. The converse of the maxim is equally true with 
the maxim itself, and it is employed by Christ, without any con- 
tradiction, in Luke ix. 58. In Prov. xxvi. the proverb in v. 4, 
is reversed in y. 5. so that both are equally applicable to two dif. 
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ferent cases. In the latter clause there seems to be an allusion 
to the amassing of money on the one hand, and its loss on the 
other. Nothing similar, however, is to be found in the Jewish 
writings, which might serve as a direction in the application of 
the maxim. Euthymius observes: 87 érépov Aoyiopod [3«[3ac07, 
dri waddov ExPoroc a’ry torw 6 doywr Tov Sapovtwy. Kur- 
NoEL, Macxnicur.—[Le Cierc, Wuirsy.] In the following 
verse it has been thought that rov icyupov is written with. the 
article, because it has a more particular reference to Satan men- 
tioned above. A comparison, however, with Luke xi. 21, 22. 

ill shew that Satan is not here meant, for there we find men- 
tion of 6 isxuedrepoc, which destroys the notion that 6 isxupde 
was meant car’ éSoy7v. The insertion of the article comes under 
the tenth instance mentioned under Matt. i. 1. p. 10. Mipptz- 
TON, WAKEFIELD. 


£ 


Bas ’ 
Ver. 31. dia rotro. This inference is not connected with the 
ember of the discourse immediately preceding it, but it arises 
from the whole series of the reasoning. Euthym. Sidr rovavra 
kar’ 2uov déyere. With respect to the nature of the sin, or rather 
the blasphemy, for it consisted in words not in deeds, which our 
Lord here declares to be irremissible, great doubts are enter- 
tained by theologians, and the solution of the point is unques- 
tionably attended with considerable difficulty. One thing, how- 
ever, is clear, that it is closely connected with the wilful and 
malicious perverseness of the Pharisees in ascribing the miracles 
of Christ, the reality of which they could not deny, to the agency 
- of the devil. This is evident from the whole tenour of the pas- 
sage, and more particularly from Mark iii. 28—30., where the 
bearing of the discourse is more distinctly marked. But whether 
it was the conduct of the Pharisees upon this particular occasion 
which constituted the sin in question, or whether it consisted in 
speaking evil of those gifts which would be poured forth upon 
his disciples by the effusion of the Holy Ghost after the ascen- 
sion, and that our Lord was induced, by the proximity which the 
sin of the Pharisees bore to it, to warn them against it, is the 
point under dispute. ‘The immediate connexion of the passage 
seems to decide in favour of the former opinion, and it is easy 
to discern the reason which should induce so strong and fearful 
a denunciation. There could be little hope that persons who 
were so hardened in malice as to deny the evidence of their 
senses and judgment, would ever be prevailed with to accept the 
proffered terms of salvation. But the arguments in support of 
the other interpretation are cogent, not to say conclusive. In 
the first place, our Lord’s saying immediately that blasphemy 
against himself was pardonable, seems to point to miracles in 
which he was not the visible agent; and in accordance with this 
declaration is his prayer for a murderers on the cross, for 
0 
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whom it could only be urged in excuse that the evidence of his 
resurrection, followed by the descent of the Holy Spirit, had not 
yet taken place. This glorious manifestation of divine power 
ought also to be effectual in removing the prejudices which they 
entertained in respect to the meanness of his birth, the place of 
his abode, and the spiritual nature of his kingdom. After this 
display no farther evidence would be afforded them, so that their 
wilful and perverse blindness would render pardon altogether 
hopeless. Some understand the words odx.apeOjoera: as merely 
denoting extreme difficulty in obtaining pardon, but this inter- 
pretation is scarcely reconcileable with the strong expression 
with which it is joined in the next verse. The future is used in 
the sense of condonari possunt; and so oraQhaera, v. 25. ovap- 
aace, v.29. Wurrsy, Macxnicut, Doppripge.—[ WETSTEIN, 
A. CLarKE, KuINoEt. | 


Ver. 82. odre tv robry Tq al, ovre tv TH pédAovTe. Sins 
of ignorance admitted of expiation under the Jewish Law, 
Numb. xv. 28.; but for presumptuous sins, among which must 
be classed that of which Christ is here speaking, there was no 
remission under the Mosaic dispensation. See Numb. xv. 30. 
xxxy. 31. 1 Sam. ii. 25. From a fond imagination, however, of 
the final happiness of all the seed of Abraham, the Jews had im- 
bibed a notion that all sins whatsoever were expiated by death, 
‘or, at least, would be forgiven after it. Now by the world to 
come the Jews sometimes meant the state after death; and so 
Rab. Tancum: The world to come is when a man has departed 
out of this world. Hence Christ has been supposed to allude to 
these expectations, and to assure them that in this case at least 
they were unfounded. But there certainly can be no such allu- 
sion, for the Scripture acknowledges only two times for the re- 
mission of sins, one of the penitent sinner here on earth, Matt. 
ix. 6. and the other at the day of judgment, when sentence of 
absolution shall be passed upon the imperfections of the faithful 
servants of Christ, 2 Zim. i. 18. It may be remarked by the 
way, therefore, that the Popish doctrine of purgatory derives no 
sanction from this passage. The phrase employed is.a common: 
proverb, denoting that a thing should never happen. Thus 
R. Eleezer declares that the Samaritans have no portion ina 
future state, because it is said, You shall not build with us, 
either in this world or the world to come. Compare Mark iii. 29. 
Luke xii. 10. Others, however, have supposed that by this 
world and the world to come are meant the Jewish and Christian 
dispensation respectively. The Jews did certainly call the days 
of the Messiah the age to come, and the declaration would, 
under this interpretation, amount to nearly the same; but as the 
sin under consideration could not be committed till after that age 
had commenced, this application of the term is here inadmissible. 
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Compare 2 Mace. vi. 26. Wurrsy, Dopprivgr.—[{Lieurroor, 
Grotius, A. CLarKE. ] 


Ver, 33. }) moujoare x. tr. X. Christ here returns to his argu- 
ment. ‘ Moreover,” he observes,» ‘‘ my doctrine is a sufficient 
proof that my works are not effected by the agency of Satan; 
since its goodness marks its divine origin, as good fruit is the 
produce of a good tree.” But seeing that his reasonings are not 
. likely to influence the evil hearts of the Pharisees, he breaks off 

again, v. 34., and, declaring that their evil words proceed from 
evil hearts, assures them, v. 36., that they will be called to ac- 
count for them at the last day. The passage will indeed admit 
of another interpretation, by referring the simile in this verse to 
the Pharisees, but the connexion is more easy according to the 
above paraphrase. Euthym. catacyiva & rédw iréowe ad- 
Tove, we avakoXovla Kal Tapa vow KaTnyopovvTac. MAcK- 
NIGHT, Grotius, Kurnozet. The word woijoare is here used as 
_ the Latin fac, and should be rendered suppose. So Xen. Anab. 
V.7. 5. wow d? hac ararnPéivrac. KyPxKe, 


Ver. 34. 2k tov meoiccebmaroc x. 7. A.. The expression is 
proverbial: with the sentiment we may compare the following. 
Menander: avdod¢ Xapaxtio tk Adywv yvwoilZera. Aristides : 
oio¢g 6 TedTOE, ToLovTOE Kal 6 Adyoce. In the next verse, which 
is merely a repetition of the present, ri¢ kapdiac is omitted in | 
most of the ancient MSS., in several versions, and by many of 
the early Fathers. It was in all probability added as an explana- 
tion; but it is sufficiently evident that the treasury here meant 
is the heart, mentioned immediately before, the article plainly 
indicating a renewed mention. Of the verb 2x(34\Aev, in the 
sense of proferre, (popépav, Luke vi. 45.) examples occur in 
Eurip. lon. 924. 959. Helen. 1563. Herod. VI. 69. Polyb. 
III. 33. 1. Kurnoent, Kypexe, Rapuetius, Wetsrein. There 
has been some discussion respecting the insertion of the article 
before ayafd, compared with its omission before rovnod. — It is 
probable, however, that no such difference, as that which the re- 
ceived text exhibits, originally existed, and that either both ayaa 
-and zovnoea had the article, or that both were without it. The 
latter of these suppositions is by far the more likely, and a variety 
of MSS. are in its favour. In Lwke vi. 45. indeed, we have 76 
aya0ov and 7d rovngdv: but adjectives in the neuter singular, 
used in the abstract sense, require the article. See under Matt. 
i. 1. §.6. p. 10. Mrppieton. 


Ver. Q6. pia apydv. The epithet apyoc is properly applied 
only to persons, and in its primary acceptation denotes ¢dle. 
Hence, when applied to words or things, it must be understood 
to denote such as spring from habitual idleness; just as cruel 
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hands are the hands of a cruel person, and a contemptuous look 
the look of one who cannot conceal his contempt. Now in this 
class the Jews were wont to rank almost all the vices of the ~ 
tongue, especially Zying and defamation. See 1 Tim. v.13. In 
Exod. v.9. the Hebrew Tp¥ N27, lying words, are rendered 
by the LXX xevoie Adyoue, which nearly corresponds with the 
expression under consideration; and in the Targum, the ad- 
jective employed is 53, which is precisely the same in significa- 
tion with agyéc. It appears also from Origen, cont. Cels, Il. 
p- 73. that apyo¢ Adyoc, in the language of logicians, is a 
sophism, or false reasoning, used with a view. to deceive. So 
Chrysostom: dpyév' 70 pu) Kara Tedyparoc Keipevov, TO Wevdée. 
It is highly probable, therefore, from the scope of the passage, 
that such is the meaning of aoyév phua here ; and that our Lord 
condemns all falsehood generally, and thence, a fortiori, the 
calumnious insinuations of the Pharisees in regard to the miracles, 
of which they could not deny the truth. All vain and unedifying 
words, however, may possibly be included in the expression, 
and still the same a fortior? argument will apply. At all events, 
there can be no doubt of the sinfulness of what is called by the 
Apostle pweoroyta, foolish talking, Ephes. v. 4. Cicero ob- 
serves, de Fato, p. 310, 22. Appellatur a Philosophis apyic¢ 
Adbyoe, cui si pareamus, nihil omnino est quod agamus in vita; 
and. according to Plato, de Legg. IV. p. 832. E. cotgwv kat rn- 
vov Aéywv Baputarn Cnula. CAMPBELL, MacknicutT, WHITBY, 
Grotius. With respect to the construction, wav pia apyov 
is the nominative absolute. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 310. In the 
next verse kat must be rendered or, as in Mark iv. 27. Phil. iv. 
16. and elsewhere; since both clauses cannot be referred to the 
same person. Kurnoet, DoppripeGE. 


Ver. 38. onusiov. A sign from heaven: in opposition to db- 
vajuc, a miracle, of which they had been witnesses to several; 
vw. 13. 22. &c. That such is the distinction appears from Matt. 
xvi. 1. Luke xi. 16. and they seem to have demanded the ap- 
pearance of some celestial phoenomenon, from an idea that an 
impostor would have less power in producing such a sign, than in 
curing diseases and performing miracles upon the earth. See 
John vi. 30. They were probably induced to make this demand 
by the fact, that such manifestations of divine co-operation had 
been afforded by several of the prophets of the O. T., as, for in- 
stance, by Moses, Hwod. ix. 22—24. by Joshua, Josh. x. 12. by 
Samuel, 1 Sam. vi. 9, 10. and by Elijah, 1 Kings xviii. 36—38. 
& Kings i. 10. Compare Isatah vii. 1. xxxviii. 8. Our Lord 
was well convinced of the idle curiosity, or even worse motive, 
with which the demand was made, and refused to gratify it; at 
the same time declaring that such a sign would be given at his 
resurrection, typified in the history of Jonah. See Matt. xxiv. 
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30. xxvi. 64. It appears from Lwke xi. 16. that the persons 
who required the sign were not the same with those who had 
attributed his miracles to Beelzebub; but they were probably 
some of the same party. Doppripcr, WuITBy. 


Ver. 39. Under the old covenant the Jewish nation were re- 
presented as engaged in a marriage contract with God; and con- 
sequently any breach of that contract was looked upon in the 
light of a spiritual adultery. Hence it has been supposed by 
some commentators that the adjective joryaXtc here signifies 
edolatrous. But it does not appear that the Jews are any where 
accused of idolatry in the N. T. not to mention that zéevoe, not 
focxaXic, would have been the word employed in that accepta- 
tion. See on Matt. v. 31. Others are of opinion that the 
adjective should be rendered spurious, dlegitimate; i. e. in 
outward appearance only, and not really, the children of Abra- 
ham. Compare Isaiah lvii. 3, 4. Psalm cxliv. 7, 8. John viii. 39. 
But there is no particular allusion in this place to the descent 
from Abraham, and the word may very well be taken in its 
proper sense. The crime of adultery was dreadfully prevalent 
at this time in the Jewish state, and the law of divorce most 
shamefully perverted and abused; so common indeed had the 
crime become, that R. Jochanan Ben Zacchai had abrogated the 
trial by the bitter waters of jealousy, because so many were ob- 
noxious to it, The Rabbins themselves maintain that a sign was 
not to be given, except toa fit generation. LicurTroor, Gro- 
TIus, Kurnoet, Doppripee.—[A. CiarKe.] 


Ver. 40. rov chrove. Not necessarily, a whale. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. II. p. 560. and of the Jewish mode of reckoning 
time, see ibid. p. 180. The typical character of Jonah is clearly 
indicated by Christ himself, so as amply to refute the notion 
entertained by some, that the book of Jonah is merely a para- 
bolic history. He expressly states, that the Ninevites were con- 
verted by his preaching, although unattended with miracles, and 
declares, that they would rise up in the judgment against the 
Jews, who refused to hearken to his warnings, accompanied as 
they were with the most astonishing manifestations of his divine 
authority. It would, therefore, be as reasonable to look upon 
the Queen of the South as a fictitious character, whose pious 
zeal, in taking a long journey to visit Solomon, is contrasted with 
the careless negligence of the Jews towards Christ, who was 
inculcating precepts of a much higher wisdom than that of Solo- 
mon at their very doors. 

Ibid. év 77 xapdia tiie yc. That is, simply, im the earth. 
So Tyre is said to be in the heart of the sea, Exek. xxviii. 2. 
although it was so near the continent, that, when Alexander 
besieged it, he carried a was from the land to the city. The 
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expression is taken from Jonah ii. 4. Compare also Exod. xv. 8. 
Deut. iv. 11. Psalm xlvi. 3. Prov. xxx. 19. Ezek, xxv. 26. 
Jerem. xxvi. 8. KurnoEt, MACKNIGHT. 

Ver. 41. avopec Nwevira. So avdoec Kupnvaior, Acts xi. 20. 
avdpec ’AOnvaior, xvii. 22. dvdpec "Epéouor, xix. 35. The pleo- 
nasm is frequent in Demosthenes. Of the verb avaorhoovrTat, 
with which 2yeo0fjoerat, v. 42., is convertible, see on Matt. x. 20. 
There is a degree of modesty and delicacy in the use of wAciov 
in the neuter gender; by which our Lord means to insinuate, 
rather than affirm, the dignity of his character, without affording 
his enemies a handle for contradiction. Ku1noEL, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 42, Bacttiooa vérov. The country over which this. 
queen reigned, is called in the O. T. Sheba, and is supposed to 
be the same with Sabeea, a district of Arabia Felix. But Jose- 
phus, Ant. VII. 2. will not allow her to have been queen of that 
country, because Arabia Felix lay rather to the east, than to the 
south of Judea; but derives her title from Saba, a city of Meroe, 
an island in the Nile ; the queens of which were afterwards called 
Candace. See Plin. N. H. VI. 29. and compare Aets viii. 27. 
Her visit to King Solomon is recorded in 1 Kings x. 1. sqq- 
Macxnicut. For Pacidiooa, the Attics used Peake and 
BaowWtic. The LXX employ the Hellenistic form, which is found 
also in Diodorus and Josephus. The expression wépara yii¢ is 
a common idiom, signifying merely a distant land. So Gen. 
viii. 9. Deut. xxviii. 49. Psalm \xi. 2. Jerem. xvi. 19. Rom. x. 
18. Xen. Ages. 9. 4. cuveAkvotiov aiT@ tk TEOaTWY Ying Ta 
réoWovra. Compare Hom. Od. A. 564. Aisch. Prom. 425. Eurip. 

Med. 540. Thucyd. I. 69. Joseph. B. J. V. 1.9. Liv. V. 33. 
Justin, XII. 5.8. Kurnort, WeTstTertn. 


Ver. 43. érav 0 ro axaBaprov x. 7... This parable of the 
ejected daemon has been differently applied by the commentators. 
Some suppose that our Lord intended to enforce upon those 
about him, who had lately been brought to believe in his doc- 
trine, the necessity of a serious amendment of life ; since a relapse 
into their former course of life would be productive of an increase 
of guilt and danger. Others refer the allusion moré immediately 
to the Jews, and the destruction which was hanging over them: 
—that the evil spirits which Christ and his disciples had ejected 
from the Jews, would seek refuge among the Gentiles: but 
finding them more ready to receive the Gospel than the Jews, 
and consequently, less fit habitations for demons, would return 
again to their former possessions, till the measure of their ini- 
quity was complete, and their ruin inevitable. Those who adopt 
this solution, by the dry places or deserts, (avidowv) understand 
the Gentiles, in opposition to ofcov, which they interpret of the 
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Jews. Doddridge is of opinion, that the circumstance of the 
daemons going into desert places, is beautifully imagined to repre- 
sent those malignant beings as impatient of the sight of mankind, 
when restrained from hurting them. - But it is needless to strain 
every minute point of a parable; the end of which is abundantly 
answered, if the moral intended is clearly expressed; so that a 
variety of lesser circumstances, which are simply added by way 

of ornamental amplification, may be fairly neglected, as forming 
no part of the general design. The circumstance under consi- 
deration seems to have been adapted, like the other parts of the 
allegory, to the notion of the Jews, who seem to have imagined, 
that demons frequented deserts and uncultivated spots. See the 

LXX translation of Jsatah xiii. 21. and compare Tobit viii. 3. 
Baruch. iv. 35. Rev. xviii. 2. But, whatever be the application 
of the parable, it is evident from the concluding sentence, ovrwe 
tora kK. T. A. compared with v. 39. that it can only be referred 
immediately to those Pharisees, who demanded of Jesus a sign 
from heaven. It is, therefore, probable, that our Lord intended 
to intimate, that the sign they required, would, if granted, be of 
no avail; and though it might produce a momentary conviction, 
the demon of infidelity would quickly return, and, seizing upon 
them with greater violence, increase their sin, and hasten their 
punishment. In a wider acceptation, the parable will afford 

instruction to every age and description of men. KurnorL, Mac- 

KNIGHT.—[ WHITBY, -DoppRIDGE | 


Ver: 44. oyodéZovra. Untenanted; and therefore ready for 
the reception of a new inhabitant. The verb oxoAdZew properly 
signifies vacuum reddere, as in Mal, iii. 1. but here it implies 
vacuum esse. The same idea is pursued in the participles ceca- 
owpévov kat kexoopévoy, with which oicov must be supplied, meta- 
phorically denoting the body of the person possessed. So also 
must we understand dvamavoe in the preceding verse, which 
does not signify rest, but a place of rest. The expression ra 
Zoyara k. t. A. in v. 45. is proverbial. Compare Kecles. xxxiv. 
30, 31. John v. 14. 2 Pet. ii. 20. Of the number seven, see 
-Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 416. and my note on Hom. I. A. 53. 


Ver. 46. of adeApot avrov. It seems to have been very gene- 
rally believed, that the mother of Jesus remained in. perpetual 
virginity; and upon this supposition, our Lord’s brethren, as they 
are called, are said to have been really his cousins. That the 
Hebrews frequently employed the word brother in this and similar 
acceptations, is clear from Gen. xiv. 14. xx. 12. xxix. 10. Levit. 
xxv. 48. Deut. ii. 4. 8. Tobit iii. 7. So in Latin frater is some- 
times used, as in Q. Curt. VI. 10.24. Hence it is clearly pos- 
sible, that the sons of Mary, the wife of Cleophas, and sister of 
the blessed Virgin, are here spoken of. See Mark iui. 21. John 
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xix. 25. Still there is no positive authority for the supposition, 
and there are many who believe, with great probability, that 
Joseph had children by Mary after the birth of Jesus. To say 
the truth, it seems rather forced to interpret the question in Matt. 
xiii. 25. as referring to any other, than the children of Joseph 
and Mary, in the strictest sense of the word. The former opi- 
nion, however, is much more generally followed. See on Matt. 
i. 25. There is also another supposition, according to which the 
brethren of Christ are stated to be the children of Joseph by a 
former wife. Macknicut, CAMPBELL.—[KuINoEL, A. CLARKE. | 
The motive which brought his family to Christ, may be inferred 
from Mark iii. 21. 30. . 


Ver. 50. avréc pov adeApoc x. t. A. It may be, that the par- 
ticle we is here omitted, as the Hebrews frequently drop the 
comparative prefix 3. See 1 Sam. xxv. 16. Jerem. xxvi. 18. 
where the LXX insert we. A similar idiom prevails in other 
languages. Ovid. Heroid. III. 51. Tu dominus, tu vir, tu mihi 
Srater eras. Compare Il. Z. 429. Martial. Epig. VIII. 81. The 
sense, however, is equally good without an ellipsis. Our Lord 
evidently distinguishes between his natural relations, and those 
who are spiritually so, as children of his heavenly Father; de- 
claring that his love for the latter is of a nature far more endear- 
ing than that of any earthly tie. Nor was this the slightest 
reflection upon his mother and brethren, who were unquestion- 
ably among the chief of those who did the will of God. Kut- 
NOEL, MAcKNIGHT, ; 





CHAPTER XIII. 


Contents :— The parable of the Sower, vv. 1—9. [Mark iy. 1. 
Luke viii. 4.] Reasons for teaching by Parables, vv. 10O—17. 
[Mark iv. 10.] Kaplanation of the parable of the Sower, vv. 
18—23. [Mark iv. 13. Luke viii. 9.] Parable of the Tares 
and Wheat, vv. 24—30. [Mark iv. 26.] Of the Grain of 
Mustard-seed, vv. 31, 32. Of the Leaven, vy. 33. A Pro- 
phecy fulfilled, vv. 34, 35. Explanation of the parable of the 
Tares and the Wheat, vy. 36—43. Parable of the Hidden 
Treasure, v. 44. Of the Pearl of great price, vv. 45, 46. Of 
the Net, vv. 47—50. General application, and the parable of 
the Householder, vv. 51, 52. Christ’s return to Nazareth, and 
his ill-treatment there, vv. 583—58. [Mark vi. 1.] 


Verse 2. 7 wXotov. Many of the commentators understand 
any vessel indefinitely, and the instance has been adduced to prove 
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that the article is sometimes used without meaning. But it should 
seem that a vessel was kept on the lake for the use of Jesus and 
the Apostles, and that this particular vessel was uniformly spe- 
cified. At Mark iii. 9. our Saviour directs that a vessel should 
be constantly waiting for him; and it was probably one which 
belonged to some of the Apostles, who continued occasionally to 
follow their former occupation. See John xxi. 3. We find, 
indeed, Luke y. 3. that a ship belonging to Simon was employed 
by our Saviour for the very purpose here mentioned, which is 
afterwards designated 16 wAotoyr, in Luke viii. 22. The omission 
of the article in some MSS. is attributable to some copyist, to 
whom its force was not apparent. MippLeton, WaKEFIELD.— 
[CaMPBELL, RosENMULLER. | 


Ver. 3. év tapaBoXdaic. For much valuable information re- 
specting our Lord’s parables, collectively and separately, the 
reader is referred to Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 399. sqq. The 
observations, which it may be necessary to add, will be chiefly 
such as relate to the grammatical construction, and such minor 
points of exposition, as may not be gathered from that work. 

Ibid. 5 omzipwyv tov ometoev. Subaud. évexa. It is sup- 
posed by some critics, that the article is here inserted before 
omeiowy, after the manner of the Hebrew prefix 7 before verbs 
and participles, when used in the place of verbal nouns. That 
these participles, however, do not necessarily have the 7 prefixed, 
is clearly proved by Psalm cxxix. 7. and Prov. xxii. 8. where 
the participles 13)P and YD are both without it, though the 
LXX have thought the article necessary in their version. Hence 
it should seem, that the idiom is Greek, rather than Hebrew; and 
it is clear that ozetewv without the article, in the place of oropeve, 
would certainly not be warranted. Instances of the use of par- 
ticiples with the article, instead of substantives, abound in Greek 
writers. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 269. Neither is the article, in this 
instance, without its design and use, since the three Evangelists, 
who record the parable, employ it; and it is clearly intended to 
fix the sense to a particular person. MippLeTon, CAMPBELL, 
Kurnoet, RosENMULLER. In the next verse, ywoia must be 
supplied with werowen. See Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 349. 


Ver. 8. 8 wiv é&xarov. Of the fruitfulness of the land of Pa- 
lestine, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 62. sqq. The produce 
of the seed which was sown on good ground, however, need not 
be understood ofa field’s yielding a hundred times as much as 
was sown in it; but a single seed producing a hundred grains, 
which it might easily do, where it met with a good soil, and was 
properly nourished. The same, however, will be true, in a 
great degree, of a whole field, of uniform cultivation and fertility. 
Ammian. Marcel. XXII. 15. Sementes cum augmento fere 
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septuagesimo renascuntur, Compare also Cic. Ver. IIT. 47. 
Varro, I. 24. Columel. III. 3. Plin. N. H. V.4. Neither is 
it necessary to interpret the expression to the full extent of its 
literal meaning ; an abundant harvest is all that the import of 
the passage requires. Macxnicut, Kurnoet. Of the sentence 
with which the parable is closed, see on Matt. xi. 15. 


Ver. 11. bre ipiv dsora «. 7. r. It is not to be inferred 
from these words, that our Lord’s teaching by parables was the 
cause of the blindness and perverseness of the Jews, but that 
their perverseness was the cause of his teaching in parables. 
They would have been equally obstinate in rejecting his doc- 
trines had he delivered them in plain terms, and probably have 
made them an excuse for opposition and violence, for which, 
among other reasons, our Lord thought proper to adopt the - 
parabolic mode of instruction. See Horne, wbi supra. Those 
who despise the advantages bestowed upon them, and treat them 
with neglect and inattention, are deservedly deprived of those 
advantages; while those who are rich in religious knowledge, 
and study to improve it, will find it increase by exercise. This 
is evidently the intention of the passage. The proverb in the 
next verse is to be interpreted primarily of temporal wealth, 
and thence transferred to spiritual possessions. ‘The terms of 
Zxyovrec and of py ExorTEC, (subaud. xofpara,) are frequently 
used of the rich and poor respectively in Greek writers: and 
sentiments of a like import are not unfrequent. Juy. Sat. IIT. 
208. Nil habuit Codrus ;—et tamen illud Perdidit infelix totum 
nil. Mart. Epig. V. 81. Dantur opes nulli nunc, nisi divitibus. 
By those who were earnest in seeking into the truths of the 
Gospel, the parables illustrating it, would, with attentive consi- 
deration, be readily interpreted; while nothing but their own 
wilful ignorance caused the unbelieving Jews to lose the little 
knowledge of divine things which they already possessed. It 
should be observed, that the word puvorhoroy does not mean what 
we called a mystery; i.e. a doctrine totally undiscoverable by 
the human understanding. In the N. T. the word is always used 
to denote a secret, any thing not disclosed to the world, though 
perhaps communicated.to a select number. Thus it is continu- 
ally joined with the terms azoxadv@biv, yvwoibiv, paveowOiv, 
plainly denoting that something is intended, which had been 
concealed for ages, but then revealed, and not any thing in its 
own nature dark and inconceivable. Compare Rom. xvi. 25, 26. 
1: Cor. ii. 7—10. Ephes. i. 9. iii. 3.°5. 6. 9. Col. 1. 26, 27. and 
also Dan. ii. 18—30. iv. 9. LXX. The moral truths alluded 
to in this place, and employed in explanation of the parable, are 
very far from being mysteries, in the modern acceptation of the 
word; and it was wilful blindness alone, which concealed them 
from the Jews. There is, however, a particular application, 
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though it can scarcely be called a distinct sense, in which the 
word sometimes occurs in the N. T. It is sometimes used to 
denote the figurative sense, as distinguished from the “eral, 
which is conveyed under any fable, parable, allegory, or the like ; 
as in Fev. i. 20. xvii. 7. Perhaps there may be some allusion 
to this import of the word in the present passage. Compare 
Mark iv. 11. Wurrsy, Kurnort, CamMpsetu. See also Horne’s 
Symbolical Index. 


Ver. 13. Bdérovrec ob BAérover x. rr. This is proverbial 
of those who do not hear and see, so as to improve by the per- 
ception derived from the use of the senses of hearing and of 
sight. The verbs BAérew and axovew are used first in their 
direct sense, and then extended to include the proper effect of 
the faculty employed. Among a variety of less importance, we 
have two very striking classical parallels in- Asch. Prom. 456. 
O? rowra piv PAégrovrec eBAerov parnv, KAbovree ovK HKovov. 
Soph. Fragm. ap. Stob. Tit. IV. Vol. 2. ?AAN of Kakwde Toao- 
sovrec, ov Kwgor pdvov, “AAN ovo dpavTec icopGot Taupavij. 
Compare Isaiah xxxii. 3. xxxv. 5. Jerem. v. 21. KurnoEt, 
WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 14, % mpognreta “Hoatov. The citation is from Isaiah 
vi. 9. wherein the prophet gives a faithful picture of the charac- 
ter of his countrymen, from his own time downwards. By the 

compound verb avaxAnpovrat, it is signified, that as these words 
had already been fulfilled in the days of Isaiah, so they were 
again fulfilled in the days of Christ. This interpretation is also 
supported by the concluding declaration of the prediction, that 
this blindness would continue till the destruction of the Jewish 
state. The import of the passage is, that the Jews would cer- 
tainly hear the doctrines of the Gospel without understanding 
them, and see the miracles wrought in confirmation of it, without 
perceiving the finger of God in them; not because the evidences 
of the Gospel, either external or internal, were insufficient. to 
establish it; but because the corruption of their hearts hin- 
dered them from discerning those evidences. Two points, there- 
fore, are clear ; viz. that Christ could not, for cogent reasons, 
deliver his instructions in plain terms, and that the prejudices of 
the Jews shut their eyes and ears against the perception of his 
parables. Why, then, it may be asked, did he deliver them at 
all? Because it was necessary that he himself, during his life- 
time, should give some account of the nature of his religion, and 
of the reception it would meet with; so that from the agreement 
of his parabolic descriptions with subsequent events, they might 
be induced to acknowledge his prophetic character, and to acqui- 
esce more readily in the admission of the Gentiles into a parti- 
cipation of the divine promises. The phrases axop axodew and 
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| PAéwovtec BAkwew are well-known Hebraisms, marking a pecu- 
liar emphasis. Compare ii. 17. Luke xxii. 15. Acts iv. 17. 
v. 28. We have similar instances, however, in Greek authors. 
Of the different turn of the expression in the Hebrew, and the 
citation of this prophecy, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 209. note. 
The imperative form of the original implies no more than a com- 
mand given to the prophet, to foretel that the Jews would harden 
their hearts in the way described. So in Gen. xli. 13. Me he 
restored to mine office, and him he hanged: i. e. he prophesied 
to that effect. Compare Jerem. i. ix. Ezek. xiii. 3. Mac- 
KNIGHT, DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 15. txayiv0n yao x. 7. X. A fat heart is a metaphori- 
cal expression, denoting stubbornness and stupidity. Compare 
Deut. xxxii. 15. Psalm cxix. 70. Hesych. raxivou raydv voov 
Zxovtec, avdénrot. In Arist. Nub. 840. auabjce and raxie are 
used as synonymous; and in Herod. II. 9. 15. advOowmrar rae 
duavoiag waxeic, are explained as uj padiwe cvveivar Svvapuevor. 
The ancients seem to have thought, that a great quantity of fat 
about the heart stupified the intellectual and sensitive powers. 
Hence, among the Latins also, persons of the description here men- 
tioned, are’called pingues; Ovid. Met. X1.148. Pers. Sat. III. 32. 
and so truly characteristic is this prophecy of the Jewish nation, 
that of all the passages in the O. T. it is most frequently quoted 
in the New. Compare John xii. 40. Acts xxviii. 26. Rom. xi. 8. 
2 Cor. iii. 14. For rater, the more approved authors write 
karayoev, either with or without the addition of d¢Oadpodc. 
The proper signification of the word is éo squint, and thence, as 
explained by the Scholiast on Lucian, T. III. p. 414. 6¢6a\- 
pove kAsiatv. The adverb phore is for iva ), wt adeo non; 
John xii. 40. Mackxniaut, Kurnoet. In illustration of v. 17, 
compare Luke x. 24. Heb. xi. 13. 1 Pet. i. 11, 12. Wurrsy. 


Ver. 19. un ovviévroc. E. T. understandeth it not. More pro- 
perly, disregarding it, not laying it to heart. This is frequently 
the meaning of ovvinw in the LXX and the N. T. Compare 
Nehem. viii. 10. Psalm y. 1. xli. 1. evi. 7. Prov. xxi. 12. Rom. 
iii, 11. Of 6 rovnpde, see on Matt. v. 37. We have in Mark 
iv. 15, 6 Zaravac, Luke viii. 12. 6 diaPorAoc. Waurrsy, Camp- 
BELL, KurnoEL, Hammonp. 

Ibid. 6 owageic. Some understand oropdc, the seed, or the 
word ; others aypdc¢, the ground, or the hearers. The latter was 
the opinion of our translators, who render, he who receiveth seed; 
and this is proved by the next verse to be correct. So in Mark 
iv. 20. of oapévrec, those which are sown, auPdvover rd 
orépua, receive seed; the Greek, like the English word sown, 
being applied equally to the ground or the seed. Macknicut, 
Kuinort.—[Campseit, Hammonp. ] 
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Ver. 21. ov« txa pifav. Cicero: Virtutem altissimis radi- 
cibus defixam. A like sense is conveyed, without a metaphor, 
in the words rodcxaipsde tor. (Luke viii. 13. rode Kalpov Tio- 
reve.) The adjective rodcxaipoe signifies temporary, unen- 
during ; as opposed to aiwwoc, everlasting: 2 Cor. iv. 18. Of 
the verb oxavdadiZecOa, see on Matt. v. 27. xi. 5. Luke paral- 
lels it with apicracOa. KuINoEL, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 25. %favia. It is not easy to determine what plant or 
weed is here intended, since the word is mentioned in no other 
part of Scripture; and the Fathers and lexicographers, who have 
used it, derived it, in all probability, from this text. Now it 
appears from the parable, that, whatever plant is meant, it was 
scarcely distinguishable from wheat, till it had put forth the ear ; 
and that it was burntas soon as severed. This could not; there- 
fore, be the ¢are, as it is rendered in the E. T. In the Mischna 
Tit. Kelayim, which treats expressly of seeds, there is mention 
of a degenerate wheat, called OI, zwnim, which seems, from 
its sound, to be identical with the ¢:Zavov. Chrysostom also 
speaks of the @:Zavov, as nearly resembling wheat. It is not 
improbable, therefore, that the plant intended is the darnel, or 
lolium temulentum of Linneeus, which is precisely of this descrip- 
tion. It is a noxious weed, terminating, like wheat, in a bearded 
spike, having the grains in two opposite rows. If the weed 
happens to be reaped, and ground with the corn, the bread 
made of the mixture produces sickness and giddiness in those 
who eat it; and the straw has the same effect upon cattle. Virgil 
calls it infelix lolium, Eclog. V. 37. and hence Ovid. Fast. I. 
691. Et careant lolits oculos vitiantibus agri. CAMPBELL, Licut- 
root. The parable is descriptive of God’s dealings with the 
wicked, who intrude themselves into the visible Church of Christ. 
See Horne; whi supra. It is-explained by our Lord himself, 
infra v. 37. 


Ver. 31. xéxxy owdrewc. Of this parable, see Horne’s In- 
trod. Vol. II. pp. 404, 405. According to the quantity of a 
grain of mustard, is a frequent comparison in the Talmud; in 
which also we have abundant evidence of the size to which the 
plant grows in the East. _ In the tract Peah, p. 20, 2. mention 
is made of one that covered the tent of a Potter; and R. Simeon 
Ben Chalaphta speaks of one, énto which he was wont to climb, 
as men are wont to climb into a fig-tree. Licutroot. The 
comparative adjectives puxpdreoov and peiov, are used for super- 
latives. Compare Matt. xviii. 1. Mark iv. 31. Luke vii. 28. 
and see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 457. Obs. 2. Of the verb karackn- 
vovy, see on Mait. viii. 20. Ku1noEt. 


Ver. 33. Zbuy. Leaven; the property of which is to change 
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and assimilate to its own nature, the meal or dough with which 
itis mixed. ‘The meaning of this parable is commonly thought 
to coincide with that of the preceding. There seems, however, 
to be this difference between the two; the parable of the grain 
of mustard-seed represents the original smallness of the Gospel, 
together with its subsequent greatness; whereas this of the 
leaven expresses, in a very lively manner, the nature and strength 
of the operations of Gospel-truth upon the mind. Euthy- 
mius: Sa piv tie tagaBoAne Tov owdrewe Thy avgnow Tie 
wlaTEws TOONYOOEVGE, THY ola THIS mooo0iKne TOV EKQOTOTE TTLO- 
revovTwy? ola ss THC mapapsoAje rie Céunc, THY ioxdy abTig 
mooknobtra. Macxnicut.—[Dopprince.] The three mea- 
sures or sata of meal, were equal to one ephah, which seems to 
have been the usual quantity kneaded at one time. See Gen. 
xviii. 6. Judg. vi. 19. 1 Sam. i. 24. In Exod. xvi. 36. the tenth 
part of an ephah, is rendered by the Chaldee Paraphrast and the 
LXX, the tenth part of three sata or measures. So also the 
Targum explains Ruth. ii. 17. Of the capacity. of the satum 
Josephus observes; Ant. IX. 4, 5. ioyéa o& 7d cdrov pddiov 
kal fyucv “Iradudv. Grotius, LigHTEKoort. 


Ver. 34, xwpic tapaBoAjj¢ x. 7. A. It is supposed by some, 
that this merely applies to the discourses which our Lord delivered 
on that day ; but the expression is probably nothing more than a 
colloquial hyperbole, signifying that his parables were extremely 
numerous. The citation in the next verse is from Psalm |xxviii. 2. 
which is attributed to Asaph, who must therefore be the pro- 
phet meant; and, indeed, he is expressly called a prophet, 
1 Chron. xxv. 2. In some MSS. the prophecy was attributed 
to Isaiah; and Jerome relates, that Porphyry had objected the 
error to the Evangelists. He therefore supposes, that Asaph 
was first in the text, for which some ignorant copyist, not knowing 
who Asaph was, substituted Isazah. But as no trace is to be 
found of this reading in any of-the more ancient copies, and no 
allusion to it in the Fathers, it is probable that it originated in 
some corrupt Latin copy; especially as Jerome takes no notice 
of Porphyry’s objection in his genuine work on St. Matthew. 
Le CiEerc, Wuirsy. The verb zoedyeo$a is properly used of 
spouting fluids, as in Pind. Pyth. I. 40. Diod. Sic. p. 181. B. 
fthod. Hence it signifies, metaphorically, to speak, to utter ; 
as Psalm xix. 2. cxix. 171. cxlv. 7. LXX. The LXX have 
p0éyEoua, and for xexovupéva, they read woo0Ahpara, which 
amounts to the same thing. KurnoEL, Grorttus. 


Ver. 39. cvvtédea tov ai@voc. Some are. of opinion, that 
this parable refers to the Jewish state and people, and, con- 
sequently, that these words, which are commonly translated, the 
end of the world, ought to be rendered, the end of the age, i. e. 
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of the Jewish polity. That these words will admit of this sense, 
see on Matt. xii. 34. and it may possibly be their primary 
meaning here ; but it is far better to interpret them of the final 
consummation of all things, as agreeing more readily with the 
plain scope of the parable. The word aidy is nearly synonymous 
with kéopoc, v. 38. which signifies the world, or the visible Church 
in the world, which shall spread by degrees into all nations. 
A, Cuarxe, Kurnort.—[CampBELL. | 


Ver. 41. oxavdada. Properly, whatever ensnares or seduces ; 
(see on Matt. v. 27.) Here it is used in the abstract for the 
concrete, and, being joined with rove rovovvrac, denotes persons 
rather than things. It is understood by many, of those who cause 
heresies and divisions in the Church of Christ. -At all events, 
it is evident that the prerogative of punishing opinions is with _ 
God alone, and the day of judgment is to try the hearts of men, 
where religious opinions, and not crimes, are the subject of 
enquiry. CAMPBELL, Grotius. In the next verse there is an 
allusion to the Eastern custom of burning alive. Compare Dan. 
il. 6. 12. Hos. vii. 4. The expression xépuvoe tov Tupdc is a 
metaphor identical with yéevva tov tupic, Matt. v. 22. Grottius, 
Kurnoet. In the beautiful expression in v. 43. our Lord seems 
to have had his eye upon Dan. xii. 3. Compare Wisd. iii. 7. 
Ecelus, ix. 11. 1 Mace, ii. 62. 1 Pet. vy. 4. Mackxnicur. 


Ver. 44. Oncavow Kexovppévy. This has been supposed to 
mean a mine of gold or silver, which had been hitherto undis- 
covered; but there is no reason to understand the words in any 
other sense than their natural meaning conveys. Upon an ex- 
pected invasion of the enemy, or even for the purpose of general 

security, it was not uncommon with the avaricious to bury their 
wealth ; and it is well known that treasures so hidden, have been 
discovered accidentally long after the death of the person to 
whom they originally belonged. See Horat. Sat. I. 1. 41. sqq. 
II. 6. 10. sqq. Virg. Ain. I. 368. Pers. Sat. I]. 10. According 
to the Jewish canons, it appears that the buyer of land was 
entitled to whatever was so found, by right of purchase. Thus 
the Mischna, in Baba Metzia, observes, that whosoever buys of 
his neighbour, if money be found in the article bought, it belongs 
to the purchaser. WetstEIN.—[ WAKEFIELD, A. CLARKE. | 


Ver. 45. av0pé7y turdoy, «. 7. A. The import of this and 
the preceding parable is generally supposed to be the same; and 
that both are alike intended to represent the inestimable value 
of the Gospel; above every other consideration whatsoever. But 
though both parables are descriptive of the effect of divine truth 
upon those who find it, there is yet this difference between them, 
that the former refers to such as embrace it instantly, and the 
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latter to such as attain to it, after a diligent search, and serious 
investigation of its merits. Pearls and precious stones formed a 
considerable article of traffic among the Orientals; and there 
were merchants who went to a great distance in quest of them. 
Pliny remarks: Principium culmenque omnium rerum pretit 
Margaritze tenent. Of the comparison, see on Matt. vii. 6. and 
add Prov. viii. 10, 11. Psalm xix. 10..Mackxnigut, Grorius. 
—[Kurnoet, A. Cuarxe.] 


Ver. 4%. cayhvy. A drag net. In Latin, verriculum, ‘thus 
explained by Martinus: quod in aquam jacitur ad pisces com- 
prehendendos ; imprimis, cujus usus est extrahendis ts a fundo. 
Ulpian. Digest. XLVII. 10.7. Verriculum, quod Grece cayhvy 
dicitur. This parable will appear peculiarly proper, if we con- 
sider that it was spoken to fishermen, who had been called from 
their occupation with a promise, that they should henceforth 
catch men: Matt. iv. 19. It differs from the parable of the tares 
in its extent; representing the final judgment and state of wicked 
men in general: and intimates, that by the preaching of the 
Gospel, a visible Church should be formed, consisting both of 
good and bad men, between whom no distinction could be made 
in this world; but that, at the last day, the wicked would be 
separated from the good, and receive sentence according to their 
works. There may also be a primary reference to the Jewish 
state, and the means of escape that would then be afforded to the 
genuine followers of Christ. Macxnieut, A. Cuarke. With 
2k mavtoc yévovc we must supply ixOécva, or some like word ; 
unless, with Kacnoel, we understand riva, as including other 
things, besides fish, in the draught. At all events, the ellipsis, 
whatever it be, recurs with the words kad and cazpa in the 
next verse. 


Ver, 52. &a rovro. There is some difficulty in ascertaining 
the premises to which this formula refers. Some consider it as 
merely denoting transition, like the Hebrew }3?, in Judg. viii. 
7. Jerem. xiix. 26. and others pronounce it altogether redun- 
dant. Compare Matt. xxiii. 34. Mark xii. 24. It seems rather 
to convey an inference from the question just proposed to the 
disciples, in connection with the doctrines which our Lord had 
been setting forth in parables. Some of the illustrations which 
he had employed were taken from customs and habits of old and 
frequent occurrence, similar to those which they repeatedly 
heard in the schools of their Rabbis; while others, on the con- 
trary, were entirely new, but equally adapted to describe the 
nature of the Gospel kingdom. Hence, it should seem, that our 
Lord intended to exemplify, in his own conduct, the means 
which his Apostles should adopt, as best suited to the propaga- 
tion of his religion; accommodating their manner of teaching to 
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the disposition of their hearers, and instructing these by parables, 
and those by exhortations, according to the tempers, and talents, 
and necessities of each respectively. Some, however, under- 
stand by things new and old, an adequate knowledge of the 
Scriptures of the O. and N. T. interpreting yoauparede of a 
converted Scribe, who would apply his acquired scriptural and 
traditional knowledge to the elucidation of the truth of the 
Gospel. But Christ has evidently transferred the name to his 
own disciples, as holding in his Church a similar office with the 
Scribes, who were the authorized expounders of the Scriptures. 
So Matt. xxiii. 34. The words pabnrev0ete rp BactArsia, should 
be rendered disciplined to the kingdom, i. e. thoroughly ac- 
quainted with the character and pretensions of the Gospel. For 
although the verb pa@nredev, as all others which end in eve, is 
properly neuter; (discipulum esse, Matt. xxvii. 57.) it is here used 
actively, discipulum facere, as in Matt. xxviii. 19. Acts xiv. 21. 
and BaotAia is not the dative of the znstrument, but of the object. 
The copies vary between 74 PBaciAcia, cig THY BaotAciav, and év 
7) Pacrcla; but the former is justly preferred by Griesbach. 
With kava cat wadad, some supply oxebn, but Bodpara is pre- 
ferable; i. e. provisions of various sorts, which the householder 
produces as the necessities of his family require. Jnstructéon is 
not unfrequently compared to food; as in Ecclus. xxiv. 23. 
Theophrast. Char. VIII. 1. Cic. Topic. 5. See Victor. Var. 
Lect. XXVIII. 23. Kurnoet, Grotius.—[Macxnicut, Etxs- 
NER, Hammonp. | 


Ver. 54. riyv warelsa abtov. That is, Nazareth, where he 
had been brought up ; Lwke iv. 16. and which is called in y. 23. 
as here, warot¢ avrod, scil. wéArc. 


Ver. 55. oby obtdg tort x. t. A. The pronoun ovrog is here 
used, as also in the last sentence, to imply contempt. The low 
condition of Jesus and his family were a stumbling-block to his 
countrymen, v. 57. so that, instead of inferring from his miracles, 
that he was the Messiah, they were induced to reject his preten- 
sions, and even, as we may infer from v. 58. to abstain from 
bringing their sick to him, lest he should heal them. It was 
not the wish of Christ himself, but the unbelief and perverseness 
of his townsmen, which withheld from them the benefits of his 
miraculous powers. Compare Mark vi. 5. Kurnort, Mac- 
KNIGHT. It is to be observed, that the word récrwy, like faber 
in Latin, signifies artificer in general ; at least, one who works 
in wood, stone, or metal. Hesych. rékrwv' mac 6 rexvirne. 
Hence, it is said, that it does not appear that Joseph was a car- 
penter; and that all the evidence on this point is from tradition. 
See Justin. Mart. Dial. Tryp. p. 94. Origen, c. Cels. VI. 
p- 299. But wherever the word i peed alone, without an adjec- 
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tive to fix its application, it always in the Scriptures denotes 
a carpenter. This may be proved at once by comparing the 
following passages from the LXX with the original Hebrew: 
2 Kings xxii. 6. 2 Chron. xxiv. 12. xxxiv. 11. Ezra iii. 7. Isaiah 
xli. 7. Zech. i. 20. There is something analogous in our use of 
the word smith; which is employed to denote almost every arti- 
ficer in metal, as goldsmith, silversmith, blacksmith, &e. but 
when used alone, it always means Ulacksmith. In Mark vi. 3.. 
Christ himself is called 6 récrwv. There is in this, however, no 
incongruity, as it was required of every father among the Jews 
to teach his son some trade, and it is probable that our Lord, 
during the thirty years he spent at Nazareth, before he entered 
upon his ministry, wrought at the same trade with Joseph. It 
is easy to infer this from Luke ii. 51. CamppeLy, KurInoEL, 
Licgutroor. 

Ibid. of adsAgoi adbrov. See on Matt. xii. 46. According to 
Theophylact the names of the sisters of Jesus were Mary and 
Salome. The poverty of his mother was one of the objections of 
Celsus against Christianity ;.and it is recorded of her by Ter- 
tullian, that she obtained a maintenance by needle-work. In this 
was fulfilled the prophecy of Isaiah, xlix. 7. Grotrus. The 
preposition zpdc is employed here, and in Mark vi. 3. with an 
accusative in the sense of apud. So also in Johni. 1. 6 Adyoe 
iv mode Tov Oedv. Compare 2 Chron. xxviii. 15. [satah xix. 
19. Jerem. xli. 17. LXX. The same usage is sometimes, but 
very rarely, found:in classical Greek. CAMPBELL. : ; 


Ver. 57. ov tort woophrne x. tr. A. This seems to have been 
a proverbial expression, meaning that a divine teacher was 
usually treated with less respect and attention by his own coun- 
trymen and connexions (Mark vi. 4.) than he experienced from 
strangers. Compare John vii. 5. The general truth of the adage 
is illustrated in the case of David, 1 Sam. xvii. 28., and the 
reason is obvious. Superior merit seldom fails to create envy, 
and the envious are ever ready to detract from the praise of 
others, and to turn the knowledge which they possess of them 
some way or other to their disadvantage. Similar sentiments are 
to be found in profane writers. Plutarch, de Exilio, p. 604. D. 
TOV POOVIMwWTATWY Kal copwrdtwy odlyoue av eVoote év Tale iav- 
Tov warps. KeKndevpévovce. Dio Chrys. XLVII.. p. 524. B.. 
Tat TOIC piroadpoie EoEE yaXeTbe év TH matpter 6 Bioc. Eurip. 
Herc. F. 186. ov yao 208 érov ’EobAdv re dpacac udotup av 
AaBore warpav. Senec. de Benef. III. 3. Vile habetur quod 
domi est. MackNIiGHT, WETSTEIN, KuINoEL. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 


Contents :—Death of John the Baptist ; vv. 1—12. [Mark vi. 

14. Luke ix. 7.] Five thousand miraculously fed; vv. 13—21. 

~ [Mark vi. 35. Luke ix. 12. John vi. 3.] Christ prays in 

- private; vv. 22, 23. [Mark vi. 45. John vi. 15.] Christ 

walks upon the sea, and quells a storm; vv. 24—33. [Mark 

~ vi. 47. John vi. 16.] He heals the sick at Gennesareth; vv. 
34—36. [Mark vi. 53.] 


._ Verse 1. ‘Hoddne. Herod Antipas; of whom, and his title, 
the Tetrarch, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 106. Various 
conjectures have been started as to the cause. of Christ’s fame 
coming so late to the ears of this prince. Some suppose that he 
had been at Rome during the early part of Christ’s ministry ; 
and others that he was engaged in the war in Arabia. But the 
first of these opinions is altogether unsupported by historical 
evidence; and it appears from Josephus that the war with 
Aretas was subsequent to the death of the Baptist. It is stated 
by the historian that the defeat of Herod’s army was generally 
believed to be a judicial stroke from Heaven in consequence of 
the Baptist’s murder: Antiq. XVIII. ‘7. The more probable so- 
ution is that the report of Christ’s miracles had not now, for the 
first time, been carried to Herod, but that his increasing fame 
had become the subject of more general conversation at the 
court, and made a more forcible impression upon the prince’s 
mind, conscience-struck as he was with his late conduct toward 
the Baptist: in addition to which he had imparted to his dis- 
ciples also the power of working miracles, which could not fail to 
elicit more especial attention to their divine Master. Kurnogt, 


Wuirsy.—[Grorivs. ] 


Ver. 2. watstv. E. T. servants; in which sense the word is 
frequently used, (see on Matt. viii. 5.); but it is here equivalent 
to piroue, friends, courtiers. So the Hebrew Tly is sometimes 
rendered by the LXX wave, as in 1 Sam. xviii. 22. and. some- 
times $fAoc, as in Esth. ii. 19. Compare 3 Esdr. i. 80. 1 Mace. 
i. 6. KUINOEL. 
~ Ibid. obréc torw Iwavyyne x. t. A. This declaration of Herod 
has been-differently understood. Some have supposed that as 
Herod was one of the sect of Sadducees who denied the immor- 
tality of the soul, it is an ironical assent to the opinion of those 
around him. But this is altogether at variance with the per- 
plexed state of his mind, Luke ix. 3. and the words themselves 
will scarcely admit of the hypothesis, which. ascribes the alarm 
of Herod to his belief in the Pagan doctrine of the transmigra- 
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tion of souls. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 369. note. 
Others, again, suppose that the Tetrarch was only politically a 
Sadducee, without admitting the truth of their religious créed: 
but it is not at all unreasonable to suppose that the stings of 
Conscience would wring from a Sadducee an involuntary expres+ 
sion of fear, which was in perfect accordance with the vulgar ex- 
pectation that Elias, or some of the old prophets, would appear 
again before the advent of the Messiah. Macxnicut, WHITBY, 
Licutroot.—[Grotius, Erasmus. | 

Ibid. Suvause tvegyoiow iv airy. The word dévapmie in 
the N. T. is most commonly used to denote a méracle, as) in 
Matt. vii. 22. xi. 20. Acts xix. 11. 1 Cor. xii. 28. Gad. iii. 5. 
Heb. ii, 4. Hence évepyovawv is very generally taken passively, 
whereas it.is every where in the N. T. used in a ¢ransétive or an 
absolute sense ; and where the passive is required we have éveg- 

ciafat. Some of the commentators therefore have interpreted 
Syimets of the power of working miracles, as in Acts vi. 8. x. 
38. But it is further observable that the verb éveoyety is not 
only active or absolute, but the action is generally referred to 
some being of extraordinary power, as God, the Holy Spirit, 
&c. Compare 1 Cor. xii. 6. 11. Gal. ii. 8. ili. 5. Ephes.i. 11. 
20. et passim. We may infer, therefore, that dvvauee is heré 
some kind of agent, such as angels or spirits, in which sense it 
is probably used in Rom, viii. 38. Ephes. 1.21. and certainly in 
Euseb. Dem. Evang. IV. 9. duvapeor x Poviae kal rovnpote mveb- 
pacw 6 Tac Tv avOpdrwv Biog KarededobAwro. - Hence the 
passage should be rendered the spirits are active in him. The 
remorse and the fears of Herod for a moment at least shake his 
infidelity, and he involuntarily renounces his disbelief in the 
existence of spirits, another leading principle of his sect. Murp- 
DLETON, Le Cierc.—[KuinoEt, CAMPBELL, SCHLEUSNER, &c. | 
‘The account which follows, of the death of John the Baptist, is 
introduced episodically, and the aorist throughout is used for 
the pluperfect. Hence the verses are parenthetical as far as v. 
13. and the reason of Christ’s departure to Bethsaida, (Zuwke ix. 
10.) must be sought in this passage. Herod’s opinion that John 
had risen from the dead, and his wish for an interview with 
‘Christ, (Luke ix. 9.) induced Christ to avoid him; not from any 
suspicion. of danger to himself, but. from a wish to refresh his dis- 
ciples after the fatigues of their journey, from which they had re- 
cently returned; and lest the populace, enraged at the murder 
of John, should create an insurrection, and involve him in the 
consequences. WuitBy, KurnorL, GRorius. 


- Ver. 4. ovx eorex. r. X. Levit. xviii. 16. Hence it is urged 
in the Mischna, Tit. Cerikoth, §. I. 1. there are thirty-six cut- 
tings off in the law, and among them, he that lieth with his 
neighbour's wife. There was only one case wherein a man 
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might lawfully marry his brother’s widow, viz. when he died 
without issue. But it appears from Josephus, Ant. XVIII, 
5. and 7. that Herodias had a daughter by her husband, and 
that the action was perpetrated during the life of her husband, 
who lived till the twentieth of Tiberias; so that it was a com 
plication of incest and adultery. Compare Luke iii. 19. It is 
not improbable that the declaration of John was made in reply 
to some question, or during some conversation, in which Herod 
had endeavoured to obtain the sanction of the Baptist to his 
marriage with Herodias. For Zyev Mark has yapetv, in which 
sense the word is used in the Greek authors. Hom. H. in 
Here. 8. Exe xadXiogupov “"HBnv. Xen. Cyr. I. 5. 4. rév ry 
adeAgyv Exovra. So in Latin, habere. Sueton, Aug. 63. nam 
tune Agrippa alteram Marcellarum habebat. Hesych. ?yero° 
zyaueiro. In the next verse the same verb is used in the sense 
‘of putare, existimare, as in Matt. xxi. 26.46. This usage in 
Greek, and of habere in Latin, writers, is too common to need 
illustration. Herod’s dread of John is attributed by Josephus, 
who speaks of the Baptist as a good’ man, to the influence which 
he possessed with the people, which seemed to threaten an in- 
surrection in his favour; but he probably felt that the reproof 
which his crimes had elicited would bring him into contempt 
with his subjects. LigntrooT, CAMPBELL, Le CLerc, KuInoEL. 


Ver. 6. yeveciwy 82 ayopnévwv x. t. rX. It is not agreed 
among commentators, whether the festival here mentioned was 
in honour of the bérth-day of Herod, or of his accession to the 
Tetrarchy. It is unquestionable that the day of their inaugu- 
ration was celebrated by kings in ancient times. See 1 Kings. 
i. 8, 9. xviii. 18. Hos. vii. 5. Herod. IX. 110. Plin. Epist. 
X. 61. So Josephus, speaking of Herod the Great, Ant. XV. 
11. 6. cuvecrentéxer yao TH TOODccpia TOU wept TOV vadv EpyoU, 
Kat THY Hugoav TH Bacirl Tic apxine, nv 2 Bove éwpraZeor, tic 
‘ravrov zAOsiv. But since there is no authority in any Greek 
writer of this use of the word yevéo.a, the common interpretation 
is decidedly preferable, especially as it is certain that the ancients 
kept their birth-days with great rejoicings. See Gen. xl. 20, 
2 Mace. vii. ‘7. and yevéo.oc is employed in this meaning in 
Alciphr. Epist. IIT. 18. 55. whence it appears yeveotwy is here 
an adjective, with some substantive understood. Bos supplies 
cuprootwv, but ipeper is better ; since aye éoorny, and ayew 
suéoav, are phrases ordinarily signifying, to celebrate a festival. 
Compare Thucyd. V. 47. VI. 6. Xen. Cyr. VII. 2, 3. Hsth. ix. 
18, 19. 21. 2 Mace. i. 9. ii. 16. LXX. Kurnorn, Campsext, 

Ibid. spxhoaro. Itis well known that dancing was practised 
by the Jews on occasions of public and private rejoicing. See 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 480. But it has been thought 
this would have been inconsistent with the dignity of Salome; 

wie 
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and it has been. suggestéd in her defence, that she was but a 
child, since Herodias had deserted her husband shortly after the 
birth of her daughter: Jos. Ant. XVIII. 7. But it seems that 
a sort of pantomimic dance, of a most voluptuous description, had 
been lately introduced into Judea, similar to that_which is repro- 
bated by Juvenal, Sat. VI. 63. and Horace, Od. III. 6. 21. 
The court of Herod would be a fit scene for such an exhibition. 
Kuryort.—[Licutroot, Micnaruis.] The verb éuodoysiv is 
used in the next verse in the sense of promittere ; as in Platon. 
. Crit. 10. and the phrase Sexq duodoyev is supplied by duviev 

in Mark vi. 23. Kurnogt. 


Ver. 8. moo0PiBacbdca Uo THC PNTOE K. T. A. Compare 
Mark vi. 24. The verb zeof3:34Zev signifies to impel, to urge, 
to instigate; as in Exod. xxxv. 34, Deut. vi. 7. LXX. Xen. 
Men. I. 2.17. We meet with wiva& in various significations. 
Sometimes it signifies a plate, or platter. Thom. M. wivaxec* - 
ra ayysia, év oi¢ toBiouev. In Hom. Od. A. 141. it denotes a 
basket, and in Il. Z. 168. a tablet. The first meaning will best 
suit the present passage; and so the word charger, as the E. T. 
‘renders it, was formerly employed, though it is now, in this sig- 
nification at least, obsolete. The request which Herodias enjoins 
her daughter to make, was doubtless preferred with a view to 
gratify her revenge, by insulting, when dead, the man whom 
alive she feared. St. Jerome says, that when the Baptist’s head 
came into her possession, she drew out the tongue, and pierced 
it with a bodkin. A similar instance of female malice is on 
record in Fulvia’s treatment of the departed Cicero. .KUINOEL, 
A, CLARKE. : 


. Ver. 9. tdvmhOn. This verb sometimes denotes anger, as in 
Gen. iv. 5. 1 Sam. xxix. 4. Nehem. iv. 5. LXX. and so in Matt. 
xviii, 31. Xen. Mem. II]. 13. 1. But there is no necessity for 
affixing this signification to it in this place, as the causes of 
Herod’s grief may be readily traced in v. 5. and Mark vi. 20. 
and although his vexation was infinitely more on his own account, 
than from regard to the Baptist, the same reasons will prove that 
his grief was not pretended, as some have supposed. His morti- 
fication may also have been encreased by the dread, which the 
Heathen generally entertained of any ill-omened occurrence on a 
birth-day. Mart. Epigr. X. 87. Natalem colimus, tacete lites. 
The fluctuation of Herod’s mind between admiration of the Baptist; 
and the desire to destroy him, is the natural effect of remorse: 
and the false shame of shrinking from the performance of an ini- 
quitous promise, carelessly given, and backed by the wiles of a 
wanton woman, as naturally impelled him, however reluctant, to 
shed innocent blood. It appears also from the parallel passage 
in Mark, that his intention of killing the Baptist, originated in 
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the instigation of Herodias; not to mention that there seems to: 
have been a delicacy with the Eastern princes of refusing a 
request preferred to them during an entertainment. We have a 
similar instance in the petition of Amistris to Xerxes, in Herod. 
IX. 110. sqq. Compare also Esth. v. 3. With respect to. the 
oath itself, it is observed by Paley, that the guilt of such promises 
lies in the making, not in the breaking of them; and the obliga- 
tion ceases, as soon as they are discovered to be unlawful. Ham- 
MOND, Grotius, Wurrpy.—[ Kutnoet.] The verbs cvvavaxeiobar, 
avakeioOa, karaxeioOar, and avakAfvecOa, are interchanged with 
each other, in reference to the custom of reclining at meals. See 
on Matt. viii. 11. and compare Matt. ix. 10,11. Mark ii. 15. Luke 
vil. 36, 37. Of the ellipsis in the next verse, see on Matt. ii. 16. 


Ver. 11. jvéxOn % kepadr «. r. X. According to Joseph. Ant.. 
XVIII. 5. 2. John was confined in the castle of Macherus, at 
the distance of two days’ journey from Tiberias, where Herod 
usually resided. It should seem, therefore, from the immediate 
execution of the Tetrarch’s order, that the affair of the birth-day 
took place at Macherus; and that this was actually the case, 
may be inferred from Josephus: a coincidence so undesigned, as. 
not to be discovered without the closest investigation of particu- 
Jars. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. Il. p. 100. It is worthy of 
remark also, in how dispassionate and candid a manner the 
Evangelist relates this most atrocious crime. There is no excla- 
mation, no exaggeration, no invective; and every allowance is 
made, which even a friend of Herod would have urged in exte- 
nuation of his guilt. We have similar instances of atrocity in 
Senec. Octay. 437. Perage imperata; mitte, qui Plauti mihe 
Sulleque referat abscissum caput. Val. Max. IX. 2. Marius 
caput N. Antonio abscissum, tactis manibus inter epulas, per 
summam animé ac verborum insolentiam aliquamdiu tenuit. Com- 
pare also Diog. Laert. IX. 58. Eurip. Elect. 856. Liv. XX XIX. 
43. Sil. Ital. XI. 51. Cic. Senect. 13. CampseLt, RaPHeELius, 
WETSTEIN. _ 


Ver. 13. weZj. E. T. on foot. It should be rendered, by land. 
The word is, indeed, used in both significations; but it means 
on foot, when opposed to on horseback, and by land, when con- 
trasted with by sea. So Diod. Sic. p. 711. D. we€p cat xara 
OéAacoav. And again inp. 498. wey is explained by xara yi. 
The same opposition occurs between meCeberv and wXetv in Philo, 
de Temulent. p. 263. D. and in Latin the expression classe et 
pedibus venire, is found in Cic. Att. III. 8. V. 9. Campsett, 
Kutnoet. The desert to which our Lord removed, is stated in 
Luke, ix. 10. to have been near the town of Bethsaida ; and the 
reason for this is obvious. Bethsaida was situated beyond the 
jurisdiction of Antipas, in the territory of Gaulonitis, and there~ 
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fore subject to Philip, by whom it was afterwards called Julias, 
in honour of the emperor’s daughter; Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 2.1. 
It may here be remarked, that this Philip, the Tetrarch, is not the 
individual who is mentioned above as the former husband of Hero- 
dias. This latter person is called Herod, not Philip, by Josephus, 
who states that he was another son of Herod the Great, by Mari- 
amne, and that Philip, the Tetrarch, afterwards married Salome, 
the daughter of Herodias: Ant. XVIII. 6.4. With respect to 
the difference in the names ascribed to him by the Evangelists and 
Josephus, it is highly probable that the former have given him 
the appellation by which he was generally distinguished, whereas 
the. latter has merely described him by his family name. There 
is a similar instance in Acts xii. where the first of Herod’s 
grandchildren, who is called Agrippa by Josephus, is called 
flerod by St. Luke. At all events, there is no just ground to 
suspect the Evangelist of any mistake in the name of the first 
husband of Herodias. Certain old Hebrew chronicles are extant, 
in which, as well as by Gorionides, he is called Philip; and 
which also agree in substance with the Gospel narrative. WuirBy, 
Larpner, Macxnieut. Of the verb orAayyviZecOa, in the 
following verse, see on Matt. ix. 36. 


Ver, 15. dipiac 8 yevouévne. That is, the first evening, which 
began at three o’clock: see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 169. 
The second evening, which began at sun-set, is that mentioned 
infra v. 23. In reference to the same time, Luke (ix. 12.) has 
1 82 juéoa Hp&aro KAtvev, and Matthew again in this verse, 2] 
&pa 76n wapiAOev, which is unnecessarily understood by some, 
of the time at which they usually took their meal. The word 
&pa, as in Latin hora, frequently signifies a day. Virg. Georg. 
I. 425. crastina fallit hora; i. e. dies postera. Polyb. p. 1040. 
Hon ot Tie wpac ovykAsobone. Hence the rendering should be; 
the day is far spent. It is probable that the crowds which now 
flocked to Jesus, were on their way to Jerusalem, to keep the 
approaching Passover. Wurrsy.—[Macxnieut.] 


Ver. 19. eiAdynoe. Scil. rov Ozdv, not rove detovc. In the 
other miracle of the same kind, related in the next chapter, (v. 36.) 
instead of ebAoyfoac, we have evxapiothoac. See also Mark 
vill. 6, Luke i, 64. ii. 28. xxiv. 53. John vi. 11. 23. Acts xxviii. 
35. James iii. 5. Inthe accounts of the Last Supper also, what . 
one Evangelist calls evAoysiv, another calls evxagioreiv. The 
two words are, therefore, plainly synonymous. With regard 
to the objection, that edAoysiv is applied in Luke ix. 16. and 
1 Cor. x. 16. to the things distributed, it is replied, that the ex- 
pression in those places is elliptical, more Hebreorum. Thus in 
{ Sam. ix. 13. LXX. edrAoyet tiv Ovotav, for evroyel Tov Oxdv 
umép tiv Ouciav. Compare Heb. ii. 17.. In Luke ix. 16. indeed, 
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some MSS. read ebAdynoe tw’ abrodg. The cup of blessing, 
1 Cor, x. 16. is the cup for which we give thanks, according to 
the custom of the Jews, whose beracoth, or benediction of the 
bread, answering to our Grace before meat, ran thus: Blessed 
art thou, O Lord, our God, the king of the world, who producest 
bread out of the earth. Their benediction of the wine, i. e. after 
meat, was as follows: Blessed art thou, O Lord, the king of the 
world, who createst the fruit of the vine. WurtBy.—[CAMPBELL. }. 
7 a construction of the sentence, see my note on Hom. Il. 
. Ibid. cécac. Having broken them. The Jewish loaves, or 
rather cakes, were broad, thin, and brittle: so that a knife was 
not required for dividing them. A. CuarKr, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 20. dHdexa xopivove mAhoac. Twelve baskets full. It 
was customary with many of the Jews constantly to carry a basket, 
and by the number here particularized, it should seem that each 
Apostle filled his own basket. Juvenal speaks of the Jews at 
Rome as carrying a basket, called as here, cophinus ; Sat. III. 14. 
Judeis, quorum cophinus foenumque supellex: and again, Sat. 
VI. 542. Cum dedit ille locum, cophino fenoque relicto, Arca- 
num Judea tremens mendicat in aurem. By Martialalso, a Jew 
is called cistifer; Epigr. V. 17. Hence some have supposed 
that the cophinus was generally used for carrying various articles 
of pedlary ; thus making the Jews, even at that time, a nation of 
pedlars. Others suppose that they carried the hay and basket, 
mentioned by the satirist, as descriptive of the abject poverty, to 
which they were reduced by the destruction of Jerusalem, so as 
to live upon hay, which they carried as provisions. It is certain, 
however, from Deut. xxviii. 5. and other places, that the cophinus 
was in general use in very early times. Hence there is more plau- 
sibility in the opinion, that it was carried in commemoration 
of their Egyptian slavery, when they were accustomed to carry. 
the stubble for making bricks in a basket which was hung about 
their necks, to which there seems to be an allusion in Psalm 
Ixxix. 6. where the LXX. ai yeivec adriv tv Ty Kopivy 2006- 
Aevoav. To this Sidonius Apollinaris seems to refer in Epist. 
VII. 6. Ordinis res est, ut, dum in allegorica versamur Aigypto, 
Pharaoh incedat cum diademate, Israelita cum cophino. So also. 
Alcimus Avitus V. 30. Servitit longo lassatam pondere plebem, 
Oppressos cophinis humeros, attritaque colla. ‘The more simple 
reason, however, for the practice, seems to be the necessity of 
carrying their provision with them in Gentile countries, lest they 
should incur pollution by partaking of the meat of heathens. 
This also would oblige them to carry hay to sleep on, and it is 
to this, in all probability, that Juvenal alludes. The capacity of 
the cophinus, as a measure, was about three gallons. Hesych. 
xdpwog’ pétpov Ywoovv xouc tp&Ic. WAKEFIELD, SCHOETTGEN, 
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A. Cuarxt, Kurnorr. Of the evidence of this miracle, the 
reality of which is denied by some of the German commentators, 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 254. It may be added, that as it 
is one of the most astonishing which our Lord performed, so it is 
the only one which is recorded by all the four Evangelists; and 
the account of it was published while many who had been par- 
takers of the supernatural supply were still alive, none of whom 
ever expressed a doubt respecting it. In extent, it was far su- 
perior to that recorded of Elisha, 2 Kings iv. 42. who fed one 
hundred men with twenty barley loaves. In this case the quan- 
tity of food was greater, the number fed less, and that which 
remained to shew that the men were filled was a trifle in compa~ 
rison with, the twelve baskets full which were left by the great 
multitude whom our Lord satisfied. Macxnient. With the 
adjective wepicocvov supply pépoc; and of the verb xopréZecba 
see on Matt. v. 6. . f 


Ver, 22. ev0éwe ivayxace x. t. A. It appears from John vi. 
15. that the multitude thus miraculously fed, astonished at see- 
ing and feeling the meat extend itself in their hands, proposed, 
in the height of their transport, to take him by force, and make 
him a king. In order to prevent an insurrection, therefore, in 
which he and his disciples might. appear to be concerned, he per- 
suaded them to go before him to Bethsaida, (Mark vi. 45.) while 
he dismissed the people. Ithas been urged that avayxaZav im- 
plies that the disciples expressed great unwillingness to depart, 
thinking that the favourable moment had arrived for Christ to 
assert his pretensions, and wishing to join with the multitude in 
their mistaken design. But this verb, like BvaZecOa, in Gen. 
xix. 3. 1 Sam. xxviil. 23. LXX. signifies simply perswadere, co- 
hortari, as in Xen. Mem. I. 2. 44. Eur. Hipp. 926. So also 
the Latin cogere ; Cic. Epist. Divers. V. 6. Horat. Sat. I. 4. 14. 
Kurnoget, Grorius.—[Macxnieur.] 


Ver. 24, péoov. Either xara may be understood, or the ad- 
jective may be referred to wAoiov in the nominative, as in Greg. 
Naz. Carm. 52. w¢ vaiyv péonv kkudovoc. See Hoogeveen on 
Viger, III. 7.7. The verb BacaviZecba: signifies to be tossed _ 
violently. Compare Exod. xii. 18, LXX. Kurnoen. 


Ver, 25. mepirarayv im rie Oaddaone. The absurdities of some 
of the German divines, and their violations of all grammatical 
rules, in order to get rid of the miracles, need only tobe men= 
tioned in order to expose them. Some assert that Jesus and 
Peter sustained themselves by swimming ; others, that they waded 
in shallow water; and others again, which is the opinion more 
generally adopted by the party, that Jesus was walking by the 
sea; 1, e. along the shore. _ With the first of these interpre- 
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tations, the verb wepiraréiy is at variance; the second would 
require év 7) Oaddooy, and the last tapd rv Oédaccay, as in 
Matt. iv. 18. xv. 29. or ézi rod aiytadod ric Oaddoone, as Matt. 
xi. 2: Jol xxi. 4.‘ That the preposition ézt must be rendered 
upon, is clear from the following passages. Apoll. Rhod. I. 182, 
wévtov ett yAauxoio Béeoxev Olduaroc,’oved? Ooode Barrev wédacs 
Lucian. Philopseud. p. 474. 2’ é8aroe¢ BadiZev. 2 Sam. xi. 2. 
LXX. kat qepiemdre int rod Sémarog Tov oixov. Job ix. 8. 
TeoiTaToV, we ew 2dagove, iat Oaddconc, where the Hebrew is 
2y. In this last place Job is speaking of the things by which the 
omnipotence of God is demonstrated; and it is not improbable 
that the Evangelist had the passage in view. The Egyptians 
represented feet walking on the sea, as the hieroglyphic for im- 
possibility. The expression in the next verse is, é7t rv O4Xac- 
cay, which fixes at once the import of.the narrative; since 2m? 
with an accusative ordinarily signifies wpon. See Matt. Gr. Gr. 
§. 386. c. Kurvort, Wuirsy, Doppriner. Of the watches of 
the night, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 169. 


Ver. 26. pavracpa. A phantasm, or apparition ; E.T. @ spi- 
rit. A popular belief in the existence of apparitions seems to 
have been prevalent in almost every age and country. Among the 
Greeks and Romans, the idea of ghosts is easily recognized in 
Homer and Virgil. See also Eurip. Hec. 54. Elian. V. H. 
XII. 64. Plato de Repub. II. and Plin. Epist. VII. 27. 1. who 
employs the word phantasmata. That the Jews entertained a 
similar notion, is evident from the LXX translation of Psalm 
xci. 6. Od PoPnOhoy ard Todyparoc (Qu. mvebuaroc) Suamopsu= 
opuévou év oxérel, awd cuuTTwpatoc Kal Samoviov peonuBp.wod. 
See also Wisd. xvii. 3, 4. compared with Psalm Ixxviii. 50: 
They seem to have thought that God created certain spirits, as 
instruments of vengeance upon wicked men: (Ecclus. xxxix. 28.) 
an opinion which was also followed by some of the heathen phi- 
losophers. Plutarch. Probl. An illud verius est, quod a quibus- 
dam Romanis dicitur, et Chrysippus opinatur, demonia quedam 
mala circuire, quibus Dii quasi carnificibus et scelerum ultoribus 
adversus injustos et impios utuntur? It has been frequently 
_ attempted to demonstrate the reality of apparitions from various 
passages in Scripture, in which God, for special purposes, has 
permitted. or appointed the supernatural appearance of angels or 
spirits. But such occasions have long ceased; and though the 
possibility of their recurrence cannot be denied, it is clear that 
the insufficiency of evidence respecting them strongly argues their 
improbability. -In alledged cases of the kind, the apparition has 
never been satisfactorily proved by a competent number of wit- 
nesses. A heated or diseased imagination will frequently give 
rise to illusions, which the fancy at once embodies into objects 
of terror and affright; and it requires a vigorous effort to over? 
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come the impression, which the phantom may produce upon the 
mind, Wuitsy, Grorivus, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 31. ddvydmore. Peter’s love for his master was most 
sincere and ardent, and his temper warm and forward, but rash 
and inconsiderate. He was fully aware of Christ’s power to sup- 
port him; but he lost his confidence with the encreasing danger ; 
and Jesus accordingly suffered him to sink, in order to make 
him fully sensible of the weakness of his faith, and thereby induce 
him to recruit it by prayer and industry, and to rest the whole 
strength of it upon God. The fidelity and candour with which 
the characters in the Gospel history are pourtrayed, is a striking 
evidence of the general veracity of the historians. Wuirsy, 
Grotius. Doddridge supposes, that Peter, being an expert. 
swimmer, as fishermen generally are, trusted more to his art than 
bs his master; and Jesus, therefore, wisely permitted it to fail 

im. . 


Ver. 33. adnQbc O00 vide ct. That the want of the article is no 
sanction for those who translate a son of God, or, a son of a god, 
see on Matt. iv. 3. In defence of the former of these translations, 
however, it is alledged that the mariners only meant to say, that 
Christ was a prophet, for that such are denominated sons of God ; 
but no instance is adduced in which vide Ocov is so used. On 
the other hand, it is conjectured by some commentators, that the 
declaration was made by Pagans; so that it is parallel to the 
common Heathen phrase, wpooxvvetv we Ozdv. But this is mere 
conjecture ; and in the expressions we Osdy and vide i Ozov, 
there is clearly no parallelism at all. Admitting, however, that 
they were Pagans, they might still adopt the language of the 
Apostles, whose companions they were, upon this extraordinary 
occasion. Against this it is urged, that the disciples themselves. 
were not yet acquainted with our Saviour’s divinity; a position 
which, though true on the whole, is yet received with. too little 
restriction. ‘That the expected Messiah would be the Son of 
God, was a Jewish doctrine; and therefore, however unsettled 
their faith might be, whenever they did acknowledge him to be 
the Christ, they must also have regarded him as the Son of 
God. In their intercourse with Christ, moreover, they had often 
heard him assume this title to himself; not to announce which to 
their familiar associates, is scarcely explicable, upon. the common 
principles of human conduct. Even, on this supposition, there- 
fore, that the mariners were Pagans, their exclamation will easily 
admit of being interpreted in the highest sense; not to mention 
that it is clearly distinct from the expressions, which are com- 
monly significant of Pagan admiration. Compare Acts xii. 22. 
xiv. 11. Joseph. Ant. XIX. 8. 2. Mippieron.—[CaMPBELL, 
WerstTEIN. | 
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CHAPTER XV. 


ConTENTs :—Christ converses with the Scribes and Pharisees 
on the subject of traditions, vy. 1—20. [Mark vii. 1.] The 
daughter of the Canaanitish woman healed, vv. 21—28. 
[Mark vii. 24.] Various other cures on a mountain in Galilee, 
wy. 29—31. [Mark vii. 33.] Four thousand miraculously fed, 
vv. 32—39. [Mark viii. 1.] 


Verse 1. oi avd ‘Iepocodbuwv y. cat ®. That is, belonging 
to Jerusalem; in which sense azo is frequently used. See on 
Matt. ii. 1. The most learned of the sect were those of Jeru- 
salem ; so much so, that whatever place they visited, a chair was 
placed for them to deliver instruction; as it appears from Echa 
R. I. 1. It does not appear that those who now came to Christ 
were deputed by the Sanhedrim; but there is little doubt that 
their intentions were insidious, and that they wished to elicit 
from him some observation, upon which they might form an 
accusation against him. Euthym. éy racaic piv raic ywpaic tév 
dédcka purAGy foay yoappareic kat Papicaiow’ Tovnodrepor O2 THY 
GArAwy joav of ard ‘IepocoAbpwy, we Tiv untodmoAW oikovyTEg 
kal dia TovTO Tervpwpévot. KUINOEL, CAMPBELL. ~ 


Ver. 2. wapddocw tiv mosoButéopwv. The noun rapddocre 
signifies generally a precept; and thence, as here, any oral tra 
dition. See on Matt. xi. 27. _Hesych. rapddoore? aypapoc bi- 
dackaAta. Of these traditions Josephus observes, Ant. XIII. 
10. 6. vduypa wodA4 tiva rapédocay TY Shuy of Papicaior ex tra- 
tépwy ciadoxine, ame OvK avayéyparrra: tv Taig Mwictwe vopolc. 
The vdéusua here mentioned are now collected into the Talmud : 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 341. sqq. III. pp. 80. 271. The 
first part of the modern Cabbala is an extension of these tradi- 
tions, containing a variety of maxims, expositions, and.cere= 
monies, which the Jews profess to have received from their 
fathers; and which, though evidently written posterior to the 
destruction of the second temple, they pretend to have derived 
from Adam, through Moses, downwards. The second part, 
or artificial Cabbala, is nothing more than a system of magic, 
founded upon the transposition of Scripture names, in which a 
certain supernatural and mystical science is supposed to reside. 
In respect to the observance, with the violation of which the 
Pharisees more immediately charged the disciples of Christ, and 
which is more fully stated in Mark vii. 3. sqq. it was required by. 
no written law of God, and could not therefore be considered as 
a transgression. According to Maimonides it depended solely. 
upon the words of the Scribes, who laid down the following canon 
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respectingit: Whosoever despiseth the washing of hands, is worthy 
to be excommunicated; he will come to poverty, and will be ex- 
tirpated out of the world. In the Talmud it is asserted that 
whosoever eats bread with unwashen hands does as bad as if he 
lay with a harlot. It is recorded also that R. Eliazer Ben 
Hazer was excommunicated by the Sanhedrim for contempt of 
this tradition ; and that R. Akiba died of thirst in prison rather 
than drink the water provided for him, which was not sufficient 
for washing his hands previously, some of it having been casually 
spilt. Indeed, so much stress was laid upon this precept, that 
in order to enforce compliance they feigned that an evil spirit, 
called NN2W, shibta, sits at the foot of him who eats without 
washing his hands, and makes it hurtful to him. KurNoEL, 
Wuirsy, Hammonp, LicgHTFoorT. 


Ver. 4, riya rdv raréoa cat rv pntépa. Exod. xx. 12. The 
verb zvyav is used with great latitude in the Scriptures: it im- 
plies not only respect and submission, but also, like the Hebrew 
313, nourishment and support. See Numb. xxii. 17, xxiv. 11. 
Judg. xiii. 17. 1 Tim. v. 17. Ecclus. iii. 8. tv toy xa ASywy 
tiwa Tov waréoa. That such was the extent of the command is 
proved even from their own canons; in which it was ordained 
that a son is bound ¢éo provide for his father meat and drink, to 
clothe him, to cover him, to lead him in and out, and to wash his. _ 
face, hands, and feet. And again, a son is bound to nourish his 
father ; yea, to beg for him. Kiddushun, p. 61, 2, 3. . Further, 
as Tyuav is not confined to its primary signification, so kaxoAo- 
yetv means not only to curse, or rather to revile, but to slight, to 
neglect ; answering to the Hebrew ?9p. This clause of the pre- 
cept is taken from Ewod. xxi. 17. with which compare Deut. 
‘ xxi. 18. xxvii. 16. Ezek. xxii. 7. LXX. See also Lev. xx. 9. 
Prov. xx. 20. Of the duty of providing for parents, as incul- 
cated by Heathens, see my note on Hom. Il. A. 478. p. 301. 
The expression Oavary reAevrav is a Hebrew pleonasm. Kut- 
NOEL, WuitsBy, LiguTroor. 


Ver. 5. 8epov, 6 av x. 7. X. It appears from Mark vii. 11. 
that deeov is here the interpretation of the Hebrew 12953, (coo- 
Pav) signifying a thing devoted to the service of God; whence 
the treasury is called kopBavac, Matt. xxvii. 5. Jos. B. J. IIe 
9. 4. Of the import of our Lord’s observation, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. pp. 136. 297. That the interpretation there 
given is the true one there is abundant proof in the Rabbinical 
writings. When a man had a mind to make a vow against using 
any particular thing, suppose wine, he said, Let all the wine that 
£ shall taste be MNP, conem, a word of similar import with 
corban, By saying so, however, it was not understood that he 
devoted any thing to God, but that he bound himself never to 
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taste wine; and if he was induced afterwards to taste it, he ins 
‘curred the guilt of sacrilege and perjury. Hence, according to 
Maimonides, the term came at length to denote any thing pro- 
hibited. We may remark, further, that the interpretation which 
has been put upon the passage by ‘some, viz. May every offering 
which I make to God redound.to your advantage, savours. rather 
of reverence than abuse, and is totally at variance with the sense 
of the passage. With respect to the construction, some have 
supposed that the apodosis is wanting, and that the reverse of 
Davarw reXevrav should be supplied either after HPeAnOijec, or at 
the end of the verse. Euthymius suggests jAevOéowra, and so 
the E. T., who insert he shall be free at the end of the first 
member. But there seems to be no necessity for any ellipsis 
whatever. The conjunction 7, which creates the difficulty, is 
sometimes in the N. T. like the Hebrew 4, a mere expletive, and 
sometimes has the power of other conjunctions. Compare Matt. 
xxvill. 9. Mark xii. 34. Luke ii. 15. 21. 27, 28. v. 35. ix. 51. 
xiii. 25. xiv. 1. The sentence therefore will run thus: Whoso- 
ever shall say, &c. he need not honour, &c. ‘The same observa~ 
tions will apply to the parallel passage of Mark, where the last 
words of the sentence are spoken by Christ, and do not, as here; 
form part of the tradition. It is to be observed, also, that the 
verb understood with dépov is Zorw in the imperative, not zore 
in the indicative. The formula w@zrkicbai rt te Twoe is strictly 
classical. . AEsch. Prom. 229. rovad’ 2€ guov ‘O rev Oey ripav- 
voo wpeAnpévoc. Thucyd. VIII. 96. 2 tie rAciw OpedrovrT0. 
CAMPBELL, GroTIus, KuInoEL, LigHTFooT. 


Ver. 6. wat jxvowoare x. t. AX. It is easy to perceive with 
what direct force this observation of our Lord bears upon the 
unauthorised tradition of the Romish Church. -The prediction 
from Isaiah xxix. 13. cited in the next verses, is supposed by 
the generality of commentators to be merely an accommodation 
of the words of the prophet to the present character of the Jews, 
of whom they were equally as descriptive, as of those to whom they 
were originally directed. In its primary sense it was rather a 
rebuke than a prophecy; and there seems to be no reason 
against receiving it in a more enlarged sense, as a prediction re- 
lating to the times of the Gospel, veiled under a remonstrance 
with the people to whom it was addressed. Grorrus.—[Micua- 
eLIs, Hammonp, Wuitsy, &c.] The words zyyiZe por ry 
ordépare avtwy kat are omitted by several excellent MSS. ver- 
sions and Fathers; and Griesbach has, therefore, left them out 
of the text. But they form part of the prophecy from which 
they are quoted ; in which, however, there is no word correspond- 
ing with pdrnv in y. 9. Hence it has been thought, that the » 
in the word %1), of the original, should be 1; since 1) is equi« 
valent with parny in Isaiah xlv. 18,19. xlix, 4. . The conjecs 
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ture is by no means improbable; at the same time, the omission 
is of no great importance, since all worship is necessarily vain of 
which God does not approve. Grotius. On the subject of 
Critical Conjecture, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 181. 195. 


Ver. 9, tvradpuara avOodrwv. The word zvradua occurs 
only three times in the N. T. and always joined with avOodrwv; 
as also in the passage of the LXX here quoted. In all these 
places also, viz. here, the parallel place of Mark vii. 7. and Col. 
li. 22. the évréApara are mentioned with disapprobation, and 
contrasted, by implication, with the precepts of God, which, in 
the N. T. are never called évradApara, but gvroAa. To impose 
these évraAuara upon the consciences of men, as things neces- 
sary, 1s assuming an authority for which there is no warrant in 
Scripture, and, in fact, usurping the prerogative of God; besides 
that they are frequently productive of the most dangerous con- 
sequences to the followers of the blind guides, who publish 
them. CAMPBELL, WHITBY. 


Ver. 11. 16 ticepyduevov tic ro ordpa. Scil. Bread eaten 
with unwashen hands. Some interpret it of the unclean meats 
forbidden by the Jewish law: but the allusion is evidently to the 
cavil of the Pharisees in v. 2. Compare v. 20. This also is 
the parable or maxim, of which Peter requests an explanation in 
v. 15. as the connexion clearly indicates. Grotius, A. CLARKE. 
——[Lz Cierc.] The verb xcowovr signifies, to make common ; 
from xotvdéc. Hence, to pollute, to defile, to desecrate. He- 
sych. Kowdv? axaBaprov, Bdecdukrév. Compare Acts x. 14. 
xi. 8, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 12. rsv Xéyov. The words which Christ had spoken 
respecting their traditions, which they regarded with greater 
reverence than the law itself. Euthym, avérpere yao tiv rapd- 
Soow THY TpecButiowy. 


Ver. 13. masa pursta. The noun gureta signifies properly, 
the act of planting : and thence, by an easy transition, a plant. 
It is here evidently employed in a metaphorical sense; but there 
is some difference of opinion with respect to its precise applica- 
tion. Some commentators explain it of the traditions themselves, 
which were the subject in debate; others, of the Pharisees, who 
insisted upon the necessity of observing them ; and others, again, 
extend the sense, so as to include both the teachers and. their 
doctrine. The first of these interpretations is most in accordance 
with the figurative language of the Jews, with whom the human 
mind is usually compared to a fertile soil, and the precepts, with 
which it is imbued, to seeds or plants. Compare Matt. xiii. 29. 
38.1 Cor. iii. 6. . Similar instances are not uncommon in pro- 
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yEewoyy o: 6 madebwv, aréouare S& ai Twv Adywr SroOAKaL. 
Philo de Allegor. I. p. 44. He yao tv dyog ra YAwod Bracrdve 
kal avOci, otrw BAdoTHLa TOU vou Td vonTdv zort. The purport 
of our Lord’s observations is this :—The anger of the Pharisees 
is of no avail; their doctrines are not of God, and must, 
therefore, be rooted out. “Do you, therefore,” he proceeds, 
“heed them not; they are blind guides, ignorant of the ways 
of truth, and thinking to lead their disciples to perfection by idle 
traditions; so that, unless their mischievous tenets are refuted, 
both themselves and their followers will inevitably be involved in 


eternal perdition.” Kurnoet, Grotius, Kypxe.—[Lx Currc, 
Wuitsy. | 


Ver. 14. d8nyot ciate tuprot rupAGv" x. tr. Xr. This is a pro- 
verbial expression, the import of which has been given in the 
preceding note. It occurs again in Luke vi. 39. and similar 
sentiments are found in profane writers. Sext. Empir. adv. 
Mathem. 1. 31. otre 82 6 arTexvoe Tov aTexvov Sidacke Sbvarat, 
@¢ ov? 6 ruprdc¢ Tov TupAdy Sdnyeiv. Horat. Epist. I. 17. 4s 
ut st cecus iter monstrare velit. Under tupAde is evidently 
represented the anzmi caligo: Juven. Sat. VI. 613. Ephes. 
iv. 18. toxoriopévor 7H Sravota. Compare Rom. i. 21. x. 10. 
The Jews had a tradition that their Rabbins would become 
blind, when God came to dwell in his tabernacle. Kurnoet, 
Grotivs. 


Ver. 15. wapaBoAnv. Not a parable, in the ordinary sense of 
the word; but simply, an apophthegm, or maxim. Etym. M. 
mapaBoAn* aivvyparwene Adyoc. It is clear from the context, 
that the reference is to v. 11. and Peter, in all probability, under- 
stood Christ, as intending to set aside the distinction of meats ; 
which induced him to ask for an explanation. Kurnoex. In the 
next verse, axuijv is used adverbially, subaud. ward. Hesy- 
chius explains it by 7, stil; and so it occurs in Xen. Anab, 
IV. 3.19. Anacr. XX XIII. 9. Theoer. Idyl. IV. 60. Anthol. 
TI. 14. 3. Polyb. I. 13. IV. 35. V. 18. Joseph. Ant. XVIT 
d1. Wetstein, Panarret, KyPKe. 


Ver. 17. sic apedowva. Into a cloaca, or sink. The word is to 
be found in no Greek author whatsoever ; and the explanations 
affixed to it by the old lexicographers are not very authoritative: 
Suidas: égori 6? cal evOeta 6 eae kat onualves TO pépoc 7d 
mept thv odov. Hence from a misconception of the word 
2v0cia, i.e. evOcia mrvaie, the nominative case, the word has been 
supposed to mean the intestinum rectum; as if the feminine 
adjective <vOcia could possibly agree with agedpdv, which is 
masculine. It amounts, indeed, almost to a certainty, that the 
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interprétation’ given above is correct ; and Suidas himself so ex- 
plains it in another passage: amérarov cat coTp@va Aéyovat" 6 
6? apedpwv Kal AovTpdY, BapBaoa. So also Stephens, Philoxe- 
nus, and others. Our Lord’s argument is very simple :—What 
goes into the mouth, descends into the stomach, or bowels; and 
that which is impure, passes into the sink, leaving what is fit for 
nourishment clear of all impurity.’ But evil principles, which 
have their seat and operation in the heart, and to which the 
mouth gives utterance; these defile aman. Marsu, CAMPBELL, 
A. Ciarke.—[MIcHac is. ] 


© Ver. 22. yun Xavavata. This noble woman is called in 
Mark: vii. 26. a Greek, aSyro-Pheenician by nation. But the 
Pheenicians generally were descendants of Canaan; Judg. i. 31, 
32. whence the Canaanites and Phoenicians have been often con- 
founded. Compare Gen. xlvi. 10. with Exod. vi. 15. LXX; 
and Ewod. xvi. 35. with Josh. v. 12. See also Horne’s Geogra- 
phical Index. It is plain from her being called a Greek, that 
she was not a Jewish proselyte, as well as from the whole tenour 
of the narrative. Nor is there any thing at variance with this, 
in her addressing Christ as the son of David: she might have 
learnt the appellation from the Jews, and applied it to Christ as 
a title of respect. A. Ctarxe, Grotius, DoppripGE. 


Ver. 23. 6 88 ov« amexotOn x. tr. A. Our Lord was undoubt- 
edly acquainted with the virtuous disposition of his petitioner, 
but it was necessary to make it evident to the bystanders, and to 
‘convince her most deeply of the value of the favour which she at 
last obtained. This was the first instance in which his aid had 
been implored by one who was neither an Israelite by birth, nor 
by profession ; and the miracle he was about to perform, was to 
be of the highest importance. It was a prelude to the admission 
of the Gentiles to an equal participation with the Jews in the 
covenant of the Gospel; and as such required some especial 
solemnity to mark its performance. Jortin, Horstry. 

Ibid. axédvoov airhv. Send her away : not, however, with- 
out granting her request.. This is obvious from the answers of 
Christ in vv. 24. 26. Hammonp, Wuirsy. Of the next verse 
see on Matt. ix. 36. x. 6. 


Ver. 26. rot¢ xvvapiowe. Our Lord, in this expression, did 
but adopt the common language of the Jews in relation to the 
Gentiles, to whom this woman belonged. In the Talmud, Médr. 
Thill. p. 1. 3. all the nations of the world are compared to dogs. 
Compare also Joseph. Ant. VI. 9. 4. and see on Matt. vii. 6: 
Christ used this appellation, however harsh it might appear; 
with a view to make the reflection in v. 28. strike more severely 
against the Jews. Ligurroor, CAMPBELI.. L .Salinoanin 
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Ver. 27. vat, Kégus* «. tr. X. The particle vat does not here 
so much imply assent or affirmation; but it rather denotes the 
fervour and earnestness of supplication, and is nearly equivalent 
to the Hebrew N33, na, Gen. xiv. 7, 8. xviii. 30. 32. Numb. xii. 
13. Compare Philem. 20. Rev. xxii. 20. So also in Eurip. 
Hipp. 601. vat, tod¢ ce ric oe Sektac ebwAévov. Arist. Nub. 1471. 
vat, vat, karardéoOnre warpwov. Ata. Wuirsy.—[Grorivs.] The 
particles cat yd indicate an ellipsis of a preceding member of 
the sentence, which may be thus supplied: Yea, Lord; but 
. grantme a small participation in thy mercies ; for even the dogs 
do gather up, &c. This is well preserved in the E. T. by the 
word yet. Le CLERc, 


Ver. 30. xvAdobc. This adjective, as distinguished from 
xwrAdc,.lame, i. e. deprived of, or maimed, in the legs, seems to 
denote a Joss of the arms, or some weakness or injury in them, 
as from palsy, accident, &c. Compare Matt. xviii. 8. and see 
Schol. on Arist. Eq. 1083. Hence in the next verse it is op- 
posed to tyie. Exsner, Kypxe. 


_ Ver. 37. orvoidac. There is a distinction between the kdé¢u- 
voc and oripic. Compare Matt. xvi. 9,10. The latter was a 
wicker-basket, which the ancients generally used at meals, like 
the Latin sportula. Atheneus, (Lib. 8.) mentions ra ard omv- 
pidoc éeizva, and hence Arrian, Diss. IV. 10. orvpior deervijoa. 
Sueton. in Neron. 15. Publice ceene ad sportulas redacte. 
Ibid. Domitian. 7. Sportulas publicas sustulit, revocata coenarum 
rectarum consuetudine. Rapuettus. The particulars of this. 
miracle are exactly parallel with that related in the last chapter. 
Of Magdala, v. 39. see Horne’s Geographical Index. 





CHAPTER XVI. 


Contents :—The Pharisees require a sign, and are severely 
_ rebuked by Christ, vv. 1—12. [Mark viii. 11.] Peter's ac- 
knowledgment of Christ's Messiahship, vv. 13—20.. [Mark 
viii. 27. Luke ix. 18.] Christ declares to his disciples the 
- necessity and consequences of his death and resurrection, vv. . 
- 21—28. [Mark viii. 31. Luke ix. 22.] 


_ Verse 1. of Papic. cat Zadd. These sects, however at va- 

. yiance among themselves, always most cordially united in their 

opposition to Christ. Theophylact: Kav rotc déypact ditotavro, 

addéye kara Xpiorov ouprvéover. Compare Matt. xxii. 34. The 

same demand of a sign from heaven had been made upon a 
VOL. f, oO 
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former occasion, and our Lord answered it with the same reply 
as he does here, v. 4. See Matt. xii. 30. To the remarks there 
made it may be added, that the Jews, understanding the prophecy 
in Dan. vii. 13. literally, expected that the Messiah wouldmake . 
his first public appearance in the clouds of heaven, and take upon 
himself the glory of his temporal kingdom. Hence, about this 
time, various impostors, pretending to inspiration, affected to shew 
them signs in the heavens (onpeia 2AcvBepiac) indicative of their 
speedy deliverance from the Roman yoke. See Joseph. B. J. 
II. 12, 4. In asking asign, therefore, these hypocrites pretended 
an inclination to admit his claims upon receiving this evidence of 
his mission, secretly hoping that non-compliance would be con- 
strued by the multitude, who were ready to acknowledge his 
pretensions, into a failure of his power, and cause them to forsake 
his company. That they would still have been equally perverse 
had our Saviour assented, is clear from the fact, that the same 
demand was made in the time of the Apostles, when the signs of 

_ the crucifixion, the resurrection, and ascension, and the descent 
of the Holy Ghost had been. afforded them: 1 Cor. i, 22, 
A, Crarke, Macxnicut, DoppripcE. 


Ver, 2. ebdta. Scil. Zora. The Jews were very curious in 
observing the prognostics of fair or foul weather, and the tempera- 
ture of the seasons. Thus in the Mischna, Tit. Joma, p. 21, 2. 
In the going out of the last days of the feast of Tabernacles, all 
observed the rising of the smoke. If the smoke bended north- 
ward the poor rejoiced, because there would be much rain the 
following year ; if it bended southward, §c. The Gloss in this 
place observes: In the feast of Tabernacles they judged con- 
cerning the rains ; to which an annual guide was published by 
the learned in such matters. The Jews, however, were not 
singular in this respect. Similar presages of the weather were 
observed also by the Greeks and Romans, as well as in more 
modern times. Theophrast. Sign. Pluv. 2av dxrivec a0pdar dvic- 
Xwow, avidvroc jAlov, onusiov bdaroc’ Kar dtav, avicyovroc 
Tov Alou, ai avoa oiov ékAstrovroc Xo@ua ioywow, Uearoe 
onuetov. Aristot. Prob. XXVI. 8. af iv kaBapat Séicue ci- 
dutvoy anusiov, ai o& rerapaypéva xewsoudv. Plin. N. H. 
XVIII. 13, Sol ventos predicit, cum ante exorientem eum nubes 
rubescunt. St circa occidentem rubescunt nubes, serenitatem 
Suture diet spondent.. Virg. Georg. 1. 453. Ceruleus pluviam 
denunciat, igneus Euros; Sin macule incipiant rutilo immisce- 
vier igni, Omnia tune pariter vento nimbisque videbis Fervere. 
Compare Arat. Phoen. 837, 858. Stat. Theb. I. 342. The noun 
evola, from Ate, Jupiter,-signifies, a calm and serene sky. Suid. 
dla’ 7 dvev avéuwr iuéoa. So Ecclus, iii. 15. LXX. Xen. 
Hellen. II. 4. 10, Allian. H. V. IX. 18. In the next. verse 
otvyvacew signifies properly to grieve ; and thence applied to 
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the weather, to be gloomy, to lour. So in Latin: Tibull. I. 
2.49. Triste caclum. Plin. H. N. II. 6. Sol ccclé tristitiam 
discutit. The verb is extremely rare; but otvyvd¢ and its deri- 
vatives in this sense frequently occur. LicutFoot, Wersrzin, 
RapHELIvs. : 


Ver. 3. broxgiral? ro piv modowrov x. t. A. From this re- 
proof it appears, that the refusal of the Jews to acknowledge the 
Messiahship of Christ, was owing neither to the want of evidence, 
nor to the want of capacity to judge of that evidence. The 
accomplishment of the ancient prophecies, (Gen. xlix. 10. Isaiah 
xi. 1. xxxv. 5. Dan. ix. 24.) and the miracles which he per- 
formed, were proof sufficient, and much more easily discernible 
than the signs of the seasons. Macxnieut. Among other senses 
of the verb iroxoivecBar, it admits also that of respondere : as in 
Isaiah iii. 6. LXX. Herod. I. 2. Hence, and from the fact 
that tvoKpirije dvetowy signifies an interpreter of dreams, in 
Lucian. Somn. §. 17. it has been argued that émoxgirai should 
here be rendered interpreters of the weather; or, according to 
the English phrase, weather-wise. But as the genitive caoov, 
which determines this meaning of ivoxgirij¢, is wanting; and as 
the character of hypocrisy is so frequently ascribed to the Pha- 
risees in the N. T., and they are frequently called tzoxgirat, 
where there can be no possible reference to the weather, this 
application of the word is very precarious, and there can be no 
reason for adopting it. Marsa.—[Micuag zis. | 


Ver. 11. woe ov voeire, k. 7. A. There were two reasons 
which led the disciples into a mistaken interpretation of our 
Lord’s admonition. Although the metaphorical application of 
. the term /eaven was not uncommon among the Jews, still it was 
rather used to represent evil affections, than evil doctrine. 'Thus 
the Gloss in Berachoth, p. 17, 1. observes: The leaven, which 
zs in the lump, are evil affections, which leaven us in our hearts. 
Still it was used to express doctrine, whether true or false. 
Compare Matt. xiii. 33. Gal. v. 9. It was also very common 
with the Jewish doctors to prohibit the use of the leaven of hea- 
thens and Samaritans, and to forbid their followers to buy the 
bread of either ‘sect, which they considered as impure. The 
disciples, therefore, considered our Lord’s observation as an 
indirect reproof of their carelessness, lest their negligence should 
reduce them to the necessity of procuring food from heathens. 
In the construction there is a peculiar ellipsis, which may be thus 
supplied: drt ob epi dorov sirov piv, bre cirov wpoctyew 
x t A. So Plat. Theetet. p. 458. rovro piv treyov, re 
x. t. X. which Heindorf explains, rovro piv EXeyov, Aéywv. re 
x.7. A. In the similar passage, Luke xii. 1. our Lord addresses 
the multitude, as well as his disciples, and the Sadducees are not 

Oo” 
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mentioned; so that the two narratives are probably distinct. 
Licgutroot, Grotius, WHITBY. 


Ver. 13. riva pe Aéyovow x. 7. A. The Rabbinical writings, 
compared with the Scriptures of the N. T. supply the following 
~ summary of the theological opinions of the Jews in our Saviour’s 
time, relative to the nature and office of their Messiah. 1. They 
expected him to be of a nature far surpassing that of men or angels. 
Hence one of the Rabbis says: Zhe Messiah is higher than 
ministering angels. Compare Heb. i. 4.—2. They considered 
him to be the Word of God. See on John i. 1.—38. They be- 
lieved that all God’s transactions with mankind were carried on 
through the medium of his Word, the Messiah; who delivered 
the Israelites from Egypt, and brought them into Canaan.—4. 
They believed that the Spirit of the Lord would be upon him, 
and manifest itself in miraculous operations. Hence Matt. xii. 
28.—5. They supposed, that the Messiah would appear, not in 
areal human body, but in the semblance of one; év doxjoe. 
This was afterwards the heretical dogma of the Docete, in refu- 
tation of which see John i. 14, xix. 34. 1 John iv. 3.—6. They 
expected that he would not be subject to death ; John xii. 34.— 
7. Yet they thought that he would offer, in his own person, an 
expiatory sacrifice for their siis: John i. 49.—8. He was to 
restore the Jews to freedom. Compare Lwke i. 68. xxiy. 21. 
2 Esdr. xii. 34.—9. To restore a pure and perfect form of wor- 
ship: Luke i. 73. Johniv. 25.—10. To give remission of sins: 
Luke i. 76. Matt. i. 21.—11. To work miracles: John vii. 31. 
—12. He was to descend into Hades, and to bring back to 
earth the souls of the departed Israelites, united to their glorified 
bodies; and this was to be the first resurrection. Compare 
Eiphes. iv. 8, 9. 1 Pet. iii. 18, 19.—13. The devil was to be 
cast into hell for one thousand years. In relation to this incarce- 
ration, there are a variety of passages in the Talmud.—14. Then 
was to begin the Messiah’s kingdom, which was to last one thou- 
sand years.—15. At the end of that time, the devil was to be 
released, and to excite great troubles and commotions; but he 
was to be conquered, and again to be imprisoned for ever.—16, 
Hereupon the second and general resurrection was to take place, 
followed by the judgment.—17. The world was then to be re- 
newed; and new heavens, a new earth, and a new Jerusalem 
were to appear.—18. Lastly; the Messiah, having fulfilled his 
office, was to deliver up the kingdom to God, at whose right 
hand he was to sit for evermore. Br. BLuomrietp. It seems by 
St. Peter’s confession in v. 16. that the Apostles were thoroughly 
convinced by the miracles which Christ had performed, that he 
was the Messiah. At the same time, the various inconsistent 
opinions enumerated above had necessarily biassed their minds ; 
and, in particular, they were unable to digest the doctrine of his 
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‘humiliation and sufferings, previous to the establishment of his 
heavenly kingdom, and the assumption of that consummate 
power and splendour, predicted in Dan. vii..13. In order, 
therefore, to remove these prejudices from their minds, our Lord 
opens a conversation with them on the subject of his death and 
resurrection, by enquiring into the opinions generally enter- 
tained of him. The pronoun iva should be rendered, what 
kind of person? in which sense ric is frequently used, like the 
Hebrew ‘9, 1 Sam. xvii. 55. Compare John viii. 53. Wurrsy, 
Licutroot. There is a difference of opinion respecting ‘the 
construction of this passage, arising from the absence of punctua- 
tion in the ancient MSS. While some commentators point as in 
the E. T. Whom do men say that I, the Son of Man, am ? others 
double the interrogation: Whom do men say that I am ? the Son 
of Man? But perspicuity of arrangement, before the use of 
points, was more especially consulted by writers, in order to 
make themselves intelligible ; and it is scarcely possible that the 
sentence would have stood in its present form, had it been intended 
to convey the sense proposed by the latter punctuation. To soften 
the abruptness of the interrogation, some interrogative particle, 
such as pi) or htt, would undoubtedly have been prefixed. Be- 
sides, the Son of Man isa title, which, though frequently assumed 
by Christ of himself, as in the present instance, was not applied — 
to him by others till after his ascension. In all probability the 
reading of those MSS. is correct, which drop the pronoun ye, for 
in Mark and Luke rév vidv rod avOpd7ov is omitted, and pe 
properly inserted in its stead. See on Matt. viii. 20. Mippie- 
ToN, Kurnoeyt.—[Brza, Le Cierc, &c.] Of the origin of the 
opinions enumerated in the following verses, see on Matt. xi. 14. 
xiv. 2. 


Ver. 16. évroc. In opposition to the heathen gods, who 
are called cidwAra apvya, Wisd. xiv. 29. vexpoi, Psalm cvi. 28. 
Wisd. xxiii. 10. Compare Josh. iii. 10. 1 Sam. xvii. 26. 36. 
Jerem. x. 9, 10. Acts xiv. 15. 1 Thess. i. 9, Kurnort, Gro- 
'TIUS. 


Ver. 17. odo& cai aiua. This has been interpreted of human 
reason, and otherwise; but there can be no doubt that the ex- 
pression is merely a periphrasis for man. It is so employed con- 
tinually in the Talmud, as opposed to God. So in Berachoth, 
p- 28, 2. If they were about to lead me before a king of flesh 
and blood, and not before the King of kings, &c. Tanchim, p. 
18, 3. The holy blessed God doth not as flesh and blood doth ; 
flesh and blood wound with one thing and heal with another ; but 
the holy blessed One wounds and heals with one and the same 
thing. The phrase occurs no less than five times in this same 
column. Compare 1 Cor. ii. 14. xv. 20. Gal. i..16. Ephes. vi. 


198 MATTHEW XVI. 18. 


12. There may be an allusion to the judgment of the Sanhe- 
drim, with whom it rested to decide the claims of those who as- 
sumed the character of prophets. It is to be observed, however, 
that the revelation here made to Peter was not particularly com- 
municated; but the result of a conviction, induced by the evi- 
dence which the miracles and doctrines of Christ had supplied. 
Jesus always appealed to his works as sufficiently establishing 
his claims; and there was no further call for an especial revela- 
tion in the case of Peter than in that of Nathanael, John i. 50. 
or the Centurion, Matt. xxvii. 54. or any other believer. Com- 
pare John v. 36. viii. 18, 24. x. 25. 38, xiv. 11. Ligutroot, 
Macknicut, WHITBY. 


Ver, 18, od ci Mérpoc, x. t. A. It is well known that upon 
the declaration of our Lord in this and the following verse the 
Church of Rome rests its presumptuous doctrine of supremacy 
and infallibility. The futility of the Papal claims will appear 
from the following considerations. 


[on THE FOUNDATION OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH, 


The discussion of this point involves, (1.) The relative signi- 
fication of wérpoc and wérpa: (2.) Who or what was the rock 
upon which Christ determined to build his Church; and (3.) To 
what antecedent the pronoun airi¢ should properly be referred. 

I. It is maintained by some writers that there is no distinc- 
tion between wérpoc and wérpa, in opposition to the Greek 
grammarians, who explain the former of a small stone, and the 
latter a great stone, or rock. Eustath. on Hom. Il. N. 187. 
mérpoc’ TO The Tétpac atotunév. That it bears this sense in 
classic authors is evident from Herod. IX. 55, Callim. Apoll. 
22, Soph. Cid. T. 342, Aischin. Socrat. Dial. III. 21. In- 
stances indeed have been adduced from which it should seem that 
mérpoc is sometimes used for rérpa; but there is no such example 
in the N. T. or the LXX. and if it be urged that Peter’s Syriac 
name, Cephas, means both wérpoc and wérpa, it is replied that 
the former meaning is unequivocally appropriated in John i. 42. 

II. By most Roman Catholic writers St. Peter himself is 
looked upon as the rock upon which Christ was to build his 
Church; and in this interpretation they have been followed by 
some of the leading Protestant divines. But by this application 
of wérpa a meaning is affixed to wérpoc contrary to all legitimate 
authority; and it is therefore urged that aérooc is changed to 
mérpa solely because the former does not signify a foundation- 
stone, and therefore could not be so employed. The usage of 
Scripture, however, plainly proves that this is not the case, for 
the term rock is wholly confined to God and Christ. Compare 
Deut, xxxiii. 4. 2 Sam. xxii. 2. 82. Psalm xviii. 2. It should. 
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seem, therefore, that the foundation of the Church of Christ was 
not Peter himself, but the important truth of which he had just 
made confession, that Jesus was the Christ, the Son of the living 
God. This interpretation is supported by many of the ancient 
Fathers, and even by some of the Popes themselves. Chrysos- 
tom, Hom. XIV. in Matt. ri wéroq: rouréort rH wiater THe bju0- 
Aoyiac. Again, Hom. CLXIII. ov civen exit tH wétpw, ovre 
yao ext to avOowmw, GAN eat tiv Tlotw Tv EavTOU @Koddsuncev 
éxkAnotav. Augustin in Tract. X. in Epist. 1 John: Qued est, 
super hance petram edificabo ecclesiam meam? Super hanc 
fidem; super id quod dictum est, Tues Christus Filius Dei. So 
Pope Greg. M. Epist. II]. 32. Vitam vestram in petra Ecclesia, 
hoc est, in confessione B. Petri, solidate. Noy does this inter- 
pretation destroy the allusion which our Lord evidently intended 
to make to the name of Peter, but rather preserves it. Basilius 
Seleuciensis observes: ravrijv riv 6uodoylay wétpav Kadéoac 6 
Xpiordc, Térpov dvoudta tov mewTwe TavTnv dpodoyhoavra, 
yveoirpna Tie duoAoylac tiv Teocnyoplav Swpobusvoc. This 
view of the subject will be considerably strengthened by consi- 
dering what is meant in Scripture by the Church. The word 
écxAnota signifies primarily a concourse of people, assembled for 
any purpose good or bad, (Acts xix. 52. 39.) and therefore re- 
quires some word to be joined to it to determine its nature, as 
the Church of God, the Church of Christ. As applied, how- 
ever, car’ 2&oyzv, it is well defined in the 19th Article to be a 
congregation of faithful men, in the which the pure word of God 
is preached, and the sacraments duly ministered, according to 
Christ's ordinance. This Church is represented in the N. T. 
under the figure of a building, of which Jesus Christ himself is the 
chief corner stone (Ephes. ii. 20. compare Col. ii. 7. Jude 20.) 
laid by the confession and preaching not of Peter only, but of 
all the Apostles, who are collectively designated living stones, 
Zévrec XiOor, of the edifice: 1 Pet. ii. 4. The term AfGoc¢ is 
precisely synonymous with wérpoc, and the former is not em- 
ployed by Christ, only on account of the allusion of the latter to 
wéroa, the rock on which the Church was built. It is one of 
those instances of paronomasia so common in the O. T. Com- 
pare Gen. iii. 20. xxvii. 36. in which Eve has the same relation 
to living, and Jacob to supplanted, as Peter has here to rock, 
The Apostle therefore was a wérpoc, and not the wérpa of the 
Church. ; 
III. The Romanists refer the relative avrij¢ to éccAnolay, in 
which they are followed by almost all commentators, without as- 
senting however to their explanation, that by the Church is 
meant the Church of Rome, or to the inference deduced from it, 
that the Church of Rome is infallible. This interpretation 1s 
wholly untenable on the ground of historical fact ; and the gram- 
matical construction is also against it. For avri¢ should un- 


200 MATTHEW XVI. 19. 


questionably be referred not to the Church, but to the Rock 
upon which it was built; i.e. the Gospel. It should be ob- 
served, however, that under either interpretation of the passage, 
the Papal claims can derive no support from it; as will be fully 
shewn under the subject of the Keys, in the next verse. Liceur- 
root, Breza, Gr. Suarpe, Be. Buraess.—[Grorius, Micna- 
ELIs, Wuitsy, Be. Marsu, &c.] 


Ver. 18. wéda gdov. It is contended by some commentators, 
that the word réAa refers to the Oriental custom of meeting and 
deliberating at the gates of palaces and cities. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. IIE. p. 112. sqq. But however plausible may be 
the interpretation founded upon this notion, it is certain that the 
phrase déov wéAau is invariably employed to signify death, as 
being the entrance into Hades, or the receptacle of departed 
souls. See on Matt. xi. 23. and compare Job xxxvill. 17. 
Psalm evii. 18. Isaiah xxxviii. 10, 11. Wisd. xvi. 13. In- 
stances of the phrase in the same sense in the Greek poets are 
too frequent to require particular citation. The meaning of the 
passage is, therefore, that the Gospel of Christ shall endure for 
ever ; whence it is called the everlasting Gospel: Rev. xiv. 6. 
Licutroot, MrppLeron.—[Micuag is. | 


Ver. 19. rae kAr&tce tie BacAstac.. This expression is plainly 
metaphorical. Our Lord’s meaning is, that Peter should open. 
the gates of the kingdom of heaven, or Gospel dispensation, both 
to Jews and Gentiles. Accordingly, he was the first who 
preached to them, (de¢s ii. 41. x. 44. sqq.): and in this sense 
he seems himself to have understood the matter: Acts xv. 7. 
But by the keys, we may understand also power and authority, 
which is the meaning of the metaphor in Jsazah xxii. 22. Hence, 
when the Jews made a man a doctor of the law, they placed in 
his hand the key of the closet in the Temple, where the sacred 
books were kept, signifying thereby his commission to teach, and 
explain the Scriptures to the people. In this acceptation, the 
phrase is equivalent with that of bending and loosing, by which 
it is accompanied and explained; and the power, though con- 
ferred upon this occasion more especially on Peter, was after- 
wards extended to all the Apostles, (Matt. xviii. 18.) and conse- 
quently gave no cecumenical supremacy to one above another. 
Simon Peter, it is true, was one of the most distinguished, as 
well as the first in order, of the Apostles; and he was also the 
favoured witness of many important facts. But James and John 
equally participated in these marks of distinction, andJohn more 
especially enjoyed the peculiar favour of Christ; John xiii. 25. 
Wuitsy, Macxnieut, Licutroot. It will be necessary to con-- 
sider more closely in what this delegated power consists. 
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[ON THE POWER OF THE KEYS. 


This power, in its more extended sense, was evidently that of 
declaring the laws of the Gospel,’ and the terms of the Gospel- 
covenant. In the language of the Jewish schools, to bind and 
loose, was a usual phrase for bidding or forbidding, granting or 
refusing, declaring what is lawful or unlawful. Out of an infi- 
nity of examples in the Rabbinical writings, a few will suffice 
for illustration. Jom. Tobb. p. 60,1. Why have ye brought 
this elder to me? Whatsoever I loose, he binds ; whatsoever I 
bind, he looseth. Orlah, p. 61, 2. R. Chaiya said; Whatso- 
ever I have bound to you elsewhere, I will loose to you here. 
Schabb. p. 16, 4. He asked one wise-man, and he bound; do 
not ask another wise-man, lest perhaps he loose. Pesachin, §.. 
4, 5. That which the school of Schammai binds until the night, 
the school of Hillel looseth until the rising of the sun. There 
are numberless examples also which close with this sentence: 
Lhe school of Schammai binds it ; the school of Hillel looseth it. 
From these instances, and from the almost infinite use of the 
phrase TN779) WD, bound and loosed; in the Talmudic wri- 
tings, the force of the expression is sufficiently manifest. Hence 
it appears, that a power of binding and loosing was assumed by 
the Jewish teachers, in allusion to which our Lord invested his 
Apostles with a similar authority, in deciding what God should. 
approve or condemn under the Gospel dispensation. We ma 
observe also a further analogy between the form of our Lord’s 
declaration and the notions of the Rabbis. They considered 
that every thing done upon earth according to the order of God, 
was at the same time done in heaven; whence they were accus- 
tomed to say, that when the priest, on the day of atonement, 
offered the two goats upon earth, the same were offered in 
heaven: Sohar, p. 26. The sense, therefore, of the passage is 
this :—Since the Mosaic law was now to be retained only in 
part, our Lord granted to Peter and the other Apostles, a power, 
in the exercise of which they would be directed by the Holy 
Ghost, of abolishing or retaining such observances as appeared: 
inconsistent or consistent, respectively, with the new order of 
things, about to be established. Hence they bound, i. e. forbade, 
circumcision to believers; and they loosed, i. e. allowed purifica- 
tion to Paul, and four other brethren (4cts xxi. 24.) for the 
shunning of scandal. At the time of using the keys for the first 
time for the admission of the Gentiles into the Church, (Acts 
x. 28.) Peter was taught from heaven, that intercourse between 
Jew and Gentile, and eating any creature convenient for food, 
which before had been bound, were now loosed ; and he accord- 
ingly loosed them. The words of our Lord, (John xx. 23.) 
whose sins ye remit, §c. convey a similar power as to persons, 
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which that of the keys imparts in respect of doctrine. Instances 
of this latter authority were manifested by Peter in the case of 
Ananias and Sapphira; and by St. Paul towards Elymas, Hy- 
menzus, Philetus, &c. That the power here communicated ex- 
tends only to things, and not to persons, is evident from the use 
of the neuter pronoun 6, and of dca, not dcove, in Matt. xviii. 18. 
It may be observed, in fine, that the authority here communicated 
to the Apostles has been continued, so far as the change of cir- 
cumstances in the Church requires, through their Episcopal suc- 
cessors, to the present time. Passagés testifying to the belief of 
the primitive Church on this point, abound in‘the Fathers. See 
Chrysost. de Sacerdot. III. Cyprian. Epist. 27. Ireneus, V. 
20. Tertull. de Presc. 32. Ambros. de Dig. Sacerd. 6. and 
Jerome on Psalm xlv. Licurroot, ScHoETTGEN, Hammonp, 
Macknieut, &c. 


Ver. 20. rére dueotetharo x. 7. A. The verb duacréd\A coat 
signifies to enjoin, to charge strictly; and so in Exod. xviii. 20. ° 
2 Chron. xix. 19. LXX. Acts xv. 24. Some MSS. read ée- 
tiunoev, from Mark viii. 30. In several copies also, the name 
"Inooie is inserted before 6 Xp.ordc, but it is evidently redun- 
dant; and Griesbach has properly rejected it upon the authority 
of fifty-four MSS. The allusion is manifestly to the confession 
of Peter in v. 16. Kurnorx, Mizz, Grortus. 


Ver. 21. awé rére x. tr. X. Although the Apostles were now 
thoroughly convinced that their master was the expected Mes- 
siah, they could not divest themselves of those prejudices, which 
they entertained in common with the rest of their countrymen, 
respecting the temporal nature of his kingdom; and it may be 
fairly inferred from Peter’s exclamation in the next verse, and the 
severe rebuke which it elicited, that he was even then cherishing 
the expectation of personal aggrandizement. While, therefore, 
the popular persuasion rendered it advisable that he should 
charge his disciples to tell no man that he was the Christ, he 
thought fit, at the same time, to prepare his own disciples for 
his sufferings and death, in order to bring down the towering 
notions which they had imbibed respecting him. After admo- 
nishing Peter, he proceeds to repeat, what he had before stated, 
(Matt. x. 38.) that instead of temporal honour and dominion, 
they had nothing to expect but persecution and affliction in this 
life; at the same time assuring them, that their fidelity. would be 
eventually rewarded, when he should come in the glory of his 
heavenly kingdom. He then concluded by telling them, that 
they had no reason to doubt the credibility of these truths; for 
that an event would shortly take place, during the life-time of 
Some who were then present, which, by its analogy to his appear- 
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ance at the last day, would convince them of the certainty of his 
prediction. This seems to be the connexion of our Lord’s dis- 
course to the end of the chapter. Macxnicut, Porrevs. 

Ver. 21. mosoBuripwv Kat a. cat y. The Sanhedrim. See 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 115. “Also of the inclusive mode of 
calculating time, by which Matthew’s rpérn *juéoa is reconciled 
with ysra ree iéoac, Mark viii. 30, see ibid. p- 180. 


Ver, 22. woocX\aBdpuevoc airév. Some interpret, taking him 
aside ; others, interrupting him; and others again, embracing 
him. The more probable meaning seems to be, taking him by 
the hand ;—an action, indicative of affection mingled with sur- 
prise. There is an example of the use of the verb in this sense 
in Plutarch: T. V. p. 375. ed. Reiske. Grorius, ScHLEUSNER, 
Kurnort.—[CampseLL, WAKEFIELD.] The phrase YAed&e cor, 
(subaud. 6,Q¢b¢ en,) is a Hebrew ellipsis: May God be propi- 
tious to you; i.e. God forbid. The omission is supplied in 
1 Chron. xi. 19. LXX. tAsée por 6 Oxd¢ rod woihoa 7d pijwa 
tovro. Compare 2 Sam. xx. 20. xxiii. 17. 1 Mace. ii. 21. 
The Hebrew word in these places is elsewhere rendered pndauae¢ 
ool, as Gen. xviii. 25. 1 Sam. ii. 30. xii. 23. or mw} yévotro, as 
Gen. xliv. 7. 17. Josh. xxii. 19. and so the expression is here 
explained: ov pj ZoTa cor ToUro. GROTIUS, CAMPBELL, WHITBY. 


Ver. 23. ov pooveic. You do not relish; you aré not devoted 
fo. By the exclamation in the last verse, Peter had manifested 
a more eager attachment to the prejudices of the Jews, and an 
ambitious desire of earthly advancement, rather than a relish for 
the divine appointments, and a pious acquiescence in the counsels 
of God, for the redemption of the world. The phrase goovety 
ta tiwoe, ab aliquo stare, is sanctioned by the best writers. He- 
rodian. VIII. p. 316. ra “Pwatwy poovicavtec. Thucyd. V. 
p- 141. ra Aaxedaioviwy gooveiv. Demosth. Philip. III. p. 46. 
IleXorovvystove rakeivov goovaca. Eurip. Frag. 251. trAobTy 
xAWdoa Ovnta oi, yivat, poovetc. Compare Herod. VII. 102. 
Herodian II. 12. 4. VIII. 6. 14. Diod. Sic. XIV. 28. XX. 90. 
Athen. V. p. 214, 2. B. Compare Rom. viii. 5. It is remark- 
able that our Lord, immediately after conferring upon Peter the 
power of the keys, should now openly, in the hearing of the 
disciples, rebuke him with such signal severity. If the Papists 
would rightly consider this, they would be less positive in pro- 
ducing the passage in support of the primacy of Peter, which 
they build upon it. WersTern, Kypxez, Macknicut. Of the 
word caravac, an adversary, see on Matt. iv.1. The noun 
oxavéadoyr is used in the abstract for the concrete, denoting the 
person instead of the thing. It seems to have been added in 
order to limit the signification of the word Satan, which was 
merely intended to represent Peter as an impediment to the 
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atonement, by increasing Christ's natural dread of the cross. 
See Matt. xxvii. 38. Heb. ii. 18. iv. 15. Grortius. 


Ver, 24, el rie OfAeu «7. XA. See on Matt. x. 38,39. The 
expression in v. 26. is proverbial, importing: It signifies nothing 
how much a man gains i it be at the expence of his life. ‘That 
our Lord has a principal eye to the loss of the sowl, or eternal 
life, there can be no doubt; but the word vx includes both 
meanings, and the sentiment is therefore couched under a pro- 
verb, which in familiar use concerns only the present life. The 
Greeks had similar maxims. Hom. Il. I. 401. Ov yap éuot 
duyne avra&iov, ovd boa paotv "IXvov exrincOa ev vaidpevov 
aR Eurip. Supp. 784. rovro yap pdvov Boorotg OvK 
Zorir’ avarcwp avarwhiy AaBeiv Vuyiv Booreiav. The phrase 
ZnuwoveOa rv Wvxnv, which Grotius thinks bad Greek, occurs 
in Herod. VII. 37. Philo de Temulent. p. 243. Agathias IIT. 
rt O& kepdavoupev atacay THY II<ocida ToocAapBavortec, TAC ros 
Wuxac enuwpévor; To complete the ellipsis the preposition si¢ 
should be supplied, as in Themist. Orat. VII. p. 97. ov« cig yon- 
para CnpuwOeic. The word avrdddaypa signifies a thing given 
in exchange, a ransom. Eurip. Orest. 1155. avra\Xaypa yev- 
vatov gidov. So in Joseph. B. J. I. 13. Ant. XV. 13. Camp- 
BELL, WETSTEIN, ELSNER, KyPKE. 


Ver. 27. tv rq 86En Tov warpdc avrov. That is, in the bright 
glory of the Shechinah, wherein the angel Jehovah was accus- 
tomed to appear under the old covenant. Compare Matt. xxv. 
31. John xviii. 5. Grotius, SCHOETTGEN. Our Lord, in this 
and the following verse, evidently alludes to two distinct mani- 
festations of his glory. . The first, in which he will pass sentence 
upon every man according to his works, can be no other than 
his coming to judge the world at the last day, and the expressions 

employed are exactly parallel to those which are unquestionably 
meant of the judgment, as Matt. xxv. 31. Rom. ii. 6. 16. 
2 Thess. i.'7. Jude 14, Rev. xxii. 12. whereas the latter was to 
take place during the life-time of some who were then near him. 
There are some, indeed, who understand both verses in reference 
to the same event, viz. the destruction of the Jewish nation, 
which took place about forty years after. Ifthe words be taken 
in this signification, the angels must either denote those destroy- 
ing angels whom he would employ to execute his vengeance 
upon Jerusalem, or the Apostles and ministers who were to set 
up the future kingdom of the Gospel dispensation; and the re- 
tributive justice displayed can be only understood in a limited 
sense. But the explanation is far more generally received; which 
refers the two verses to different events, and as the argument is 
not impaired, or the connection hindered by such an interpreta- 
tion, there can be little doubt that it is correct. See above, on v. 
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21. Still there is a question as to the particular display of his 
glory, which our Lord promises in the last verse. Some refer it 
to our Lord’s ascension into Heaven, and the first preaching of 
the Gospel upon the descent of the Holy Ghost; others to the 
signal display of his power in the destruction of Jerusalem; and 
others again, to the Transfiguration. In the first of these inter- 
pretations there is no allusion to our Lord’s coming to judg- 
ment, so that the connection between the two verses is entirely 
lost. With respect to the second opinion, it is certain that the 
divine vengeance, which was shortly to burst upon Jerusalem, is 
frequently represented in similar terms with those employed in 
this place. So Mark xiii. 26. Luke xxi. 31. John xv. 22. Heb. 
x. 37. Rev. i. 7. In Luke xix. 27. also this advent is introduced 
as a proof of Christ’s second coming to judgment; and in Matt. 
xxiv. the destruction of the Jews is connected throughout with 
the proceedings of the last day in the most emphatic manner. 
Still there are circumstances which seem to decide strongly in 
favour of the other opinion. Our Lord declares that some of his 
disciples then present would be witnesses of the glorious appear- 
ance in question, whereas it is not known that any except St. 
John survived the fall of Jerusalem. Now, although rec may 
be used indefinitely of one individual, still an event took place 
only a few days subsequent to Christ’s declaration, at which 
three of his chosen followers were present, and were witnesses 
to his transfiguration into the glorified appearance which he 
would assume at his second coming. It is more reasonable, 
therefore, to refer the prediction to that occurrence, which is 
described in the same terms as St. John applies to the Son of 
Man in his state of glory in Heaven, Rev. i. 13. sqq. His ap- 
pearance, too, after being transfigured, is called Ais glory in 
Luke ix. 32. St. John uses the same expression: We have 
seen his glory, as of the only begotten of the Father, &c. John 
i. 14. Compare also 2 Pet. i. 16. sqq. The objection that so 
short an interval occurring between the prediction and its fulfil- 
ment, is scarcely consistent with the emphatic assurance, there 
be some standing here who shall not see death, is of no great 
weight. The expression is merely a strong affirmative suited to 
the solemnity of the occasion. Macknicut, PorTEevs.—[Wuitsy, 
Grotius, Hammonp, &c.] . 


Ver. 28. The expression yepeofar Oavarov is a Hebraism, 
synonymous with which are Gewpety tov Oavarov, John viii. 51. 
and ideiv Odvarov, Luke ii. 26. Heb. xi. 5. In the classic writers 
also the verb yebec0a is employed ina like signification with diffe- 
rent nouns. Arist. Ran. 465. ob pm dvarpibye, adda yevout Tic 
Oboac. Soph. Trach. 1108. udxQwv pupiwy éyevodunv. Schol. 
l. c. éyevoaunv’® zreipacOnv, meipav toxov.. Hesych. yebeobar- 
repdcat, &bacOu. Compare also Soph. Ant. 1005. Eurip. 
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Hipp. 667. Alcest. 1069. Herc. F. 1356. Lycoph. Cass. 382. 
The expression frequently occurs in the Rabbinical writings. 
So Tertull. adv. Marcion. III. 149. Qui nondum debiia mortis 
 gustavit, quoniam rursum venturus in orbem est. 





CHAPTER XVII 


Contents :— The transfiguration of Christ, vv. 1\—13. [Mark 
ix. 2. Luke ix. 28.] A deafand dumb spirit cast out, vv. 
14—21. [Mark. ix. 14. Luke ix. 37.] Christ again foretells 
his death and resurrection, wv. 22, 23. [Mark ix. 30. Luke ix. 
43.| He procures by miracle the money to pay tribute at 
Capernaum, vv. 24—27. 


Verse 1. we? jpéoac 2. So Mark ix. 2. but Luke woet pé- 
oa oxrw. But, not to mention the latitude allowed by the ad- 
verb woet, the difference between the Evangelists may be ac- 
counted for by supposing that the computation of Matthew and 
Mark was exclusive, and of Luke ¢énclusive.. (See Horne.) 
There is a parallel instance in Sueton. Galb. 17., where we are 
told that Piso, before he was murdered, lived six days in the 
character of Czesar; and Piso himself, in his speech to his sol- 
diers, mentions the same space of time: Tacit. Hist. I. 29. Sex- 
tus dies agitur, Commilitones, ex quo, §c. In Tacit. Hist. I. 
29., however, it is stated that he was Ceesar only four days ; and 
so also inch. 19. Macxnieut. The scene of the transfigura- 
tion was, probably, Mount Tabor. See Horne’s: Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 50. 


Ver. 2. perepoopHOn. The signification in which this word 
is applied by Ovid and other writers, as denoting a change in 
substance, as well as appearance, is well known. It is clear 
that it is here confined to a change of external appearance only. 
Luke ix. 28. rd eidoc tov tpocwmov avrov Erepov zyévero. Ina 
similar acceptation it is used by lian V. H. I. 1. Wersrern, 
MACKNIGHT. 


[ON THE TRANSFIGURATION. 


Some of the foreign divines have endeavoured to represent 
this important and wonderful event as nothing more than an il- 
lusive vision, which the Apostles saw in their sleep. The inter- 
pretation is in perfect keeping with the system, which would ~ 
deny all gage agency whatever in the history of the N. T., 
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but it is so perfectly at variance with the natural sense and con- 
comitant circumstances of the case, that every candid enquirer 
will convince himself at once of its fallacy. The transaction 
itself was intended to effect several most important purposes. 
In the first place, it was designed as the fulfilment of that pro- 
mise which our Lord had given to his disciples six days before, 
that some of them should be witnesses of the glory in which he 
would appear at the Jast day, as the universal Judge, and reward 
every man according to his works. See on Matt. xvi. 27. 
There is indeed no direct symbol of our Saviour’s resurrection 
in the transfiguration, but as Jesus is there represented in his 
glorified state, which he was to reassume after his resurrection, 
that event must be supposed to have previously taken place ; and 
those important doctrines which are founded upon it, a general 
resurrection, and a day of retribution, are expressly represented. 
In confirmation of these truths, Moses and Elias, who had long 
before departed out of the world, are brought back to it again, 
and by the state of glory in which they appeared, (Lwke ix. 31.) 
a glory somewhat similar, we may suppose, though far inferior, 
to that with which Christ was invested, afforded a visible de- 
monstration of the rewards which the just would inherit in a 
future life. It is to be remarked, also, that these great per- 
sonages were not only seen but heard conversing with Jesus, 
and it appears from St. Luke that the subject of their conversa- 
tion was Christ’s death at Jerusalem, including most probably a 
variety of important topics with which it was connected, such as 
the nature, cause, and consequence of the atonement, and, in fact, 
the whole scheme of the redemption of mankind. This would 
naturally occasion a great change in the sentiments of the Apos- 
tles respecting the sufferings which Christ was shortly to un- 
dergo, and soften those prejudices which they still entertained in 
regard to the nature of his: kingdom, and the removal of which 
seems to have been another of the immediate objects of the transfi- 
guration. It was farther intended to signify, in a figurative manner, 
the cessation of the Jewish, and the commencement of the Chris- 
tian dispensation; and thus to vanquish the prepossessions of 
the disciples in favour of the perpetual duration of the Mosaic 
law, the entire constitution of which, ceremonial as well as moral, 
they placed on an equal footing with the dispensation’ of the 
Gospel. We may conceive, therefore, that Moses, as the repre- 
sentative of the law, and Elijah as the chief of the prophets, 
came to render up their authority into the hands of Christ, as 
the end of the law, and to whom all the prophets bore witness. 
It seems, indeed, from Peter’s proposal in v. 4. that the Apos- 
tles at first construed the presence of these illustrious personages 
into a confirmation of their opinions, as if they were of equal 
dignity and authority with Christ himself: but their immediate 
departure, and the voice from heaven commanding attention to 
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Christ alone, in evident allusion to Deut. xviii. 15. tended to 
undeceive them, and eventually, though not instantly, convinced _ 
them, that the Levitical ceremonies were abolished, and the pro- 
phecies fulfilled. t 
Such appears to have been the design of the Transfiguration : 
—it remains to notice a few particulars of the transaction.—l. 
Some fanciful reasons have been assigned by some of the com- 
mentators, for his taking with him only three of his disciples. 
But as the law required only two or three witnesses to establish 
a regular and judicial proof, our Saviour frequently chose to have 
only this number at some of the most important and interesting 
scenes of his life. The same three seem to have been always 
selected upon these occasions; and as they were now witnesses 
of his glory, so they were afterwards of his agony in the garden; 
Matt. xxvi. 37. John was his beloved Apostle; James, his. 
brother, would naturally be brought under his more frequent 
notice ; and the zealous and attached, though rash and inconsi- 
derate, Peter, could not but hold a high place in his esteem. 
Upon the present occasion, however, he was the very person who 
had expressed himself with so much indignation on the subject 
of our Saviour’s sufferings, and it was, therefore, more especially 
necessary that he should be admitted to a spectacle, which was 
so well calculated to remove those impressions from his mind.— 
2. It appears from Luke ix. 32. that the Apostles were asleep 
during the early part of the transaction. This may have arisen 
from fatigue, more especially as the occurrence seems to have taken 
place in the night; for it was not till the next day (Luke ix. 37.) 
that they came down from the mount. At all events, we are 
told in the same verse, that they were awake, when they saw 
Moses and Elias talking with Jesus: so that their temporary _ 
sleep does not at all favour the idea that the whole representation — 
was a.dream or vision. It may not have been proper for them 
to have seen the manner in which our Lord assumed his glorious 
form, and therefore the Transfiguration was complete, before they 
were allowed to witness it.—3. It has been disputed whether the 
presence of Moses and Elias was a bodily, or merely a visionary 
appearance. There seems, however, to be no reason to doubt 
that they actually appeared in their own persons: and it has 
been affirmed, that their bodies were reserved for this very pur- 
pose. With respect to Elias, who did not see death, but was 
taken up into heaven, (2 Kings ii. 11.) there is no difficulty; 
nor is there any reason to suppose that the body, in which Moses 
appeared, was otherwise than real. The place of his burial was 
indeed unknown, and his body is said to have disappeared, (a¢a- 
vioPiva, Joseph. Ant. IV. 8.); in accordance with which is the 
Jewish tradition, that he ascended, and ministered to God in 
heaven: Pesikta, p. 23, 1. Still it is certain that he was buried 
in a valley in the land of Moab, Deut. xxxiv. 6. and therefore 
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must have seen corruption. But it was as easy for Omnipotence 
to restore life and form to a body mouldered into dust, as to 
re-animate a body that was preserved uncorrupted and entire; 
and this, indeed, would be a much exacter emblem of our own 
resurrection. It will be readily admitted, therefore, that Elias, 
having been carried into heaven without undergoing death, was 
here a proper representative of those who shall be found alive 
at the last day; as Moses was of those who died, and will be raised 
to life again. The Apostles were informed of the identity of 
Moses and Elias, either by revelation, or by the tenor of their 
conversation, or by the appellations which were given them by 


-Christ.—4. It is not possible, in our present state of existence, 


to comprehend the nature of the change which took place in our 
Lord’s appearance upon this occasion. The cloud, which over- 
Shadowed the mount, was the well-known token of the divine 
presence, which had frequently been seen under the law, more 
especially at its delivery upon Mount Sinai. But there was one 
marked difference in these manifestations of the Shechinah. On 
Mount Sinai, the cloud was dark and thick, and attended with 
the most awful circumstances, (Zod. xix. 16.): whereas, at the 
Transfiguration, it was bright and luminous, and the voice of the 
Father was heard from it, expressive of the most heavenly bene- 
volence, and of the mild influence of that dispensation which his 
beloved Son was about to establish. Still it was the voice of 
God, full of the divine majesty, and such as mortal ears could 
not support: and the fear of the Apostles, who fell to the ground 
in consequence, was analogous to the effect produced upon si- 
milar occasions upon the prophets of the Old Covenant. Com- 
pare Gen. xv. 12. Isaiah vi. 5. Ezeh. ii. 1. Dan. x. 8. Rev. 
i. 17.—5. There seems to be a peculiar propriety in the charge 
which Christ, upon this occasion, gave his Apostles, not to 
divulge what they had seen till after his resurrection; since the 
abolition of the Jewish law, which it was one object of the 
Transfiguration to typify, was one of those truths which the first 
converts were unable to bear. Great numbers of them, who 
firmly believed in Christ, were as firmly persuaded of the obli- 
gation of the Mosaical ordinances; and this prejudice continued 
in such force long after the death of Christ, as to call for the 
most laborious exertions of the Apostles to eradicate it. No 
wonder, then, that at this period Jesus should think proper to 
prevent the general promulgation of an event, which, by directly 
opposing this prejudice, was calculated to produce the most 
unfavourable results. An opinion also prevailed among the 
Jews, that the Messiah was to abide for ever, (John xii. 34.) ; 
so that the disciples did not yet comprehend his allusion to his 
death, and reasoned among themselves what his rising from the 
dead should mean; Mark ix. 10. But though Christ forbade 
the immediate disclosure of this transaction, there was still a 
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circumstance, not generally noticed, to which they might after- 
wards appeal, in confirmation of the truth of it, at any future 
period. It appears from Mark ix. 15. that when the people 
beheld him after his descent from the mount, they were greatly 
amazed. It is not improbable, that, as the face of Moses shone 
several hours after he had been with God on Mount Sinai, 
(Exod. xxxiv. 10.) so something of the glory of the Transfigu- 
ration remained on our Lord’s countenance, which attracted 
their surprize and veneration.—6. Lastly, the Transfiguration 
affords a strong argument in favour of the reality of the world of - 
spirits. It is not possible for man in this state of being to 
determine the condition of departed souls; but it is not impro- 
bable that they still exist in a state of consciousness, and take a 
lively interest in the actions and thoughts of those with whom 
they were connected in this life. Porrevs, Macknicut, 
Wuirtsy, A. CuarkeE, &c. | 


Ver. 4. Kiépue, caddv esti x. 7. X. Peter fancied, no doubt, ' 
that Jesus had now assumed his proper dignity, that Elias had 
come according to Malachi’s prediction, and. that the Messiah’s 
kingdom had at length begun. He therefore proposed, in the 
hurried fervour of his imagination, to provide some accommoda- 
tion for his Master and the august visitors who had joined him; 
and whom he believed to be equal in dignity with himself. This 
seems to be implied in the words not knowing what he said, 
Luke ix. 37. Peter knew well enough that he said these words, 
but he was mistaken in supposing that Moses and Elias would 
remain with them any longer than the object of their appearance 
was established. It was also in evident allusion to the unex- 
pected departure of these extraordinary visitants that the dis- 
ciples put the question to Jesus, on their descent from the 
Mount, respecting the tradition that Elias would appear before 
the coming of the Messiah, which they could not reconcile with 
so short a stay. Of this tradition see on Matt. xi. 14. That a 
similar persuasion prevailed in regard to Moses is proved from 
Debarim Rabba, §. 3. p. 255, 2. The holy blessed God said to 
Moses, As thou in thy lifetime devotedst thyself to the Is- 
raelites under the old covenant, so under the new covenant, 2. e. 
én the times of the Messiah, when I send Elijah the prophet unto 
them, ye too shail appear at the same time. See also Tanchuma 
p- 42, 1. Macxnieut, Scuorrteen, Licutroor. The word 
oknv), which the E. T. renders Tabernacle, should be more 
properly translated ¢ent, or booth. What Peter meant to erect 
was a sort of temporary shed, made of the branches of trees 
which abounded in the mountainous parts of Judea, and of 


which the tents were made at the feast of Tabernacles. Camp- 
BELL, KuInoEL, 
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. Ver, 5. vepikn pwrd¢. This reading is authorised by only a 
few MSS. but Grzesbach has received it instead of the vulgar 
lection vepéAn Pwre), upon the principle that a more difficult 
construction is seldom substituted for an easier one, though the 
marginal explanation of an unusual phrase has frequently found 
its way into the text. There seems to be no great reason for 
the change, but the meaning is the same in either case. See 
Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 875, 2. The word éricxidZew is not properly 
rendered to overshadow: it signifies rather to surround, a sense 
which it also bears in Psalm xc. 4. cxxxix. 7. LX X. where the 
corresponding Hebrew word is J)D. Some interpreters refer 
the. pronoun avrovde to Christ, Moses, and Elias; but others, 
more properly, to all present. Kurnort, Le Cuerc, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 9. dpaua. This word implies any vision, whether it be 
represented to the eyes of sleeping or of waking men. The 
latter sense is plainly appropriated to it in this passage, from 
Mark ix. 9. where the expression employed is @ cidov. Luke 
has érractav. Hesych. épana’ Oéapa. Kurnort, Wuirsy. 


_ Ver. 11. awoxaractioan wavra. E. T. He shall restore all 
things. The verb avoxa®icrdva signifies either to restore, or 
to complete ; and, in reference to this double meaning, the clause 
has been variously rendered. Some understand it to imply he 
shall regulate all things, others he shall finish, or put an end to 
all things, i. e. the Jewish dispensation; and others, again, in- 
clude both senses. There seems, however, to be an indirect al- 
lusion to the prophecy in Mal. iv. 5,6. where the. same verb is 
employed by the LX X ; so that our Lord has applied to a general 
reformation of morals what the prophet illustrated by a particular 
instance. It has been objected, however, that the success which 
attended the preaching of John was not adequate to the idea 
which would be naturally formed from the prophecies concerning 
him, and this declaration of our Lord, that he would restore all 
things. It is true, indeed, that he did not effect a complete re- 
formation in religion and morals, and that his exhortations were 
insufficient to remove the prejudices of the Jewish nation. But 
it should rather seem that the design of the Baptist’s ministry, 
and not its positive effect, is foretold, for the threatening turn of 
the prophecy will scarcely admit of the inference, that his endea- 
yours would meet with unlimited success. _ The effects which did 
actually attend his preaching will convince every unbiassed en- 
quirer of the complete fulfilment of the intention of the prophecy. 
See Matt. iii. 1—7., and especially Luke iii. 3. sqq. where we 
find that a general reformation had taken place among the com- 
mon people, the publicans, and the soldiers. ‘T’o another. objec- 
tion that doxaraorfoe is in the future, and therefore cannot 
apply to the Baptist, who had na some time dead, it is replied, 
ae 


212 MATTHEW XVII. 12. 14, 15. 17. 


that in Matt. xi. 14, also the Baptist is designated as the Elias, 
6 péAAwv ~oxeoOat, in reference to the prediction of Malachi, 
and the tradition founded thereon. In the next verse, too, the 
aorist 7A is used; and it is plain from v. 13. that the Apostles 
perceived the meaning of Christ; although at a subsequent period, 
(Acts i. 6.) they appear to have understood the restoration of all 
things, of the revival of the kingdom of David in their nation, 
to be accomplished by the assistance of Elias. Macxnicut, 
Hammonp, Grotius, &c.—[Le Crerc, Mepsz, &c.] 


Ver. 12. ovx twéyvwoav avtév. They did not recognise him; 
i. e. they rejected him, viz. the Jewish rulers and Herod; but 
. there were many, on the other hand, who would have even re- 
ceived him as the Messiah himself. Compare Exod. v. 2. 1 Sam. 
ii. 12, Jerem.ii. 8. The verb vovetv is used both in a good and 
bad sense, to treat well, asin Matt. xxv. 4. and to treat ill, as in 
this place and Gen. xxii. 12. Psalm lvi. 5. LXX. The expres- 
sion vroviv év airy is a Hebraism. Some MSS. omit the prepo- 
sition, as in Mark ix. 13. _ An illustration of the words $0a 7)6é- 
Anoay is afforded by Xen. Cyrop. II. 4. 19. derde rév Aayo 
ameveykov im Adpov Tiva Ov TEdoW, 2xonTO TH Wyog & Te HOEdEv. 
Compare Luke xxiii. 25. Kurnort, MARKLAND. 
Ver. 14. yovurerv. Falling at his knees. Compare Luke v. 
8. The ancients consecrated the ear to memory, the forehead 
to genius, the right hand to faith, and the knees to mercy. This 
advolutio ad genua was distinct from kneeling. Grorttus; 
WAKEFIELD. See my notes on Hom. II. A. 407. E. 357. 


Ver. 15. oedAnvidera. E. T. He ts lunatic. It seems from the 
effects here described, compared with the additional symptoms men- 
tioned in Mark ix. 18. that the disease was epilepsy rather than 
lunacy. Celsus Aurel. de Morb. Chron. i. 4. Illi (epileptici) publicis 
in locis cadendo feedantur, adjunctis etiam externis periculis, loci 
causa precipites dati, aut in flumina vel mare cadentes. See 
also Celsus, de Medicin. III. 23. During the paroxysm those 
afflicted with this disease are deprived of their senses, neither 
can they articulate plainly. There is little doubt, therefore, 
that the young man was thus afflicted, and the word here used is 
descriptive of the influence which the moon is supposed to poss - 
sess on this sort of malady. It appears from y. 18. that the 
disease in this case was the infliction of a dzemon, a power with 
which evil spirits were especially invested about the period of 
Christ’s ministry. Camppett, Kurnorr, Hammonp, &c. 


Ver. 17. © Yyeved amoToC Kal SueoToaupévy. There is consi- 
derable difference of opinion respecting the persons to whom 
this rebuke was addressed: Some refer it to the disciples, but 
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although the epithet dmioroe may apply to them, (comp. v. 20.) 
still it is clear that dueorpaupévn cannot: for whatever their fail- 
ings might be, they were not the result of obstinacy and per- 
_verseness. Others suppose that the father and relations of the 
possessed are intended; but it is hardly consistent to confine 
within such narrow limits an expression which our Lord seems 
to have borrowed from Deut. xxxii. 30, where it is used of the 
whole Jewish nation, and so applied by St. Paul in Phd, ii. 15. 
There is also another opinion, which refers the words to the 
Scribes, who seem to have been present upon the occasion, and 
it is not improbable that their artful representations of the inve- 
teracy of the disorder, had produced that weakness of faith in the 
disciples which prevented them from effecting the cure. But 
the more probable solution is that the Scribes were particularly 
addressed, yet in such a manner that the whole multitude were 
included in the rebuke, not excepting even the disciples. Don- 
DRIDGE, BrausoBre, Kypxe, KurtnoeEt, &c.—[ Wuirsy, RosEen- 
MULLER, Macxnieut.] In pure Greek the adjectives mcrd¢ 
and dmsroe are properly passive in their signification ; denoting 
one who may be trusted, and the reverse: and so they are some- 
times used inthe N. T. Compare Matt. xxiv. 45. xxv. 21. 23. 
Luke xii. 46. But the Hellenistic usage is more commonly 
active; implying, one who believes, or confides, in another. The 
participle dveorpappévoe signifies perverse, whether in mend or 
morals; opposed to the sense in which <v@d¢ is sometimes em- 
ployed. Acts viii. 21. % Kapdia cov ovk tort ev0eia Evwalov Tov 
Osov. So Psalm vii, 12. x. 2. LXX. Euthym. dceorpaupévn’? pj 
yoouca 7) <v0%. The metaphor is taken from distorted vision. 
Soph. Aj. 446. Supa kai poévec Sidorpopor. Grotius, Kypxe, 
The two interrogative exclamations which follow this address, 
are strongly expressive of our Lord’s impatience at the continued 
infidelity and peryerseness of the Scribes, after the repeated 
miracles which he had worked among them. 


Ver, 20. &e kéxkov owamewc. From St. Paul’s declaration, 
1 Cor. xiii. 2. some eminent critics understand by faith as a 
grain of mustard-seed, the greatest possible degree of faith; and 
others, from the parable in Matt. xiii. 32. a faith, thriving and 
increasing as that grain. But the evident scope of our Lord's 
words is at variance with the former of these interpretations ; 
and it is not easy to discover the analogy upon which the latter 
rests; since the increase in the parable, is that of the free, not 
of the seed. It has already been observed on that passage, that 
a grain of mustard-seed was a proverbial comparison for any 
thing extremely small. The Rabbis say; The globe of the 
earth is but as a grain of mustard-seed, when compared with the 
expanse of the heavens. To remove mountains also, was an 
hyperbolical expression, denoting the accomplishment of any 
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thing, seemingly impossible. Compare Zech. xiv. 4. Hence 
their most eminent teachers, who were remarkable for the depth 
of their learning and acquirements, were termed rooters up of 
mountains. Thus in Beracoth, p. 64, 1. Rabh Joseph ts 
Sinai, and Rabbah is a rooter up of mountains ; which is thus 
explained in the Gloss: They called Rabh Joseph Sinai, because — 
he was very skilful in clearing of difficulties ; and Rabbah Bar 
Nehemani a rooter up of mountains, because he had a piercing 
judgment. Grotius, Licurroor, Wuirsy.—[ WAKEFIELD, 
A. CrarkE.] 


Ver. 21. rovro 8 7d yévoc x. 7. A. Scil. Sapoviwy. Some 
commentators, however, supply aiorewe, rendering the verb 
extoosbecOa, for which Mark has 2&<AQetv, to advance, or to 
improve ; so that the sense would be, The faith, which produces 
these results, is only nourished by prayer and fasting. But the 
authorities which have been produced to justify the version 
affixed to these verbs are altogether inconclusive ; whereas they 
are constantly used in the N. T. in reference to the ejection of 
demons. Besides, the application of yévoc to an-abstract qua- 
lity, such as faith, can scarcely be admitted; whereas its appli- 
cation to different orders of beings is perfectly common, not to 
mention that in the parallel passage, Mark ix. 29. there is nothing 
but the word demon, to which it can refer. To this interpreta- 
tion it has been objected, that it supposes different kinds of 
demons. By this kind, however, it is not necessary to under- 
stand this kind of demons; but this kind, or order of beings, 
called demons, as Chrysostom and Theophylact explain the 
passage. Thus yévoc tov avOoérwv is used for &vOowmo, as 

- in Latin, genus mortalium for mortales ; Pheed. II. 1. Vipereum . 
genus for vipere ; Virg. 7En. VII. 753. At the same time, we 
cannot affirm that the demons were all of one kind; and that 
some demons were more malignant than others, may be in- 
ferred from Matt. xii. 45.; to expel which a proportionate 
exertion of faith may have been required. Another objection is, 
that, whereas in v. 20. the power of expulsion is attributed 
solely to faith, it is here ascribed to prayer and fasting. But 
this is easily reconciled. Prayer and fasting could have no re- 
lation to the ejection of dzemons, except so far as they tended to - 
encrease the faith of them, on whom that power had been con- 
ferred: Matt. x. 1. But if prayer and fasting are necessary 
to the attainment of faith, and the demons could not be ejected 
without fazth, they could not, by consequence, be ejected without 
prayer and fasting. This is clearly our Lord’s meaning; and it 
is strictly conformable to the logical rule: Quod est causa cause, 
est etiam causa causati. As a matter of curiosity, it may be 
added, that instead of év ToocEevxh) kat vynoreta, it has been pro- 
posed to read év wpocexet vnoreta, by constant fasting ; in refer- 
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ence to the necessity of continued abstinence on the part of the 
patient, in order to the cure of the disease. But this is mere 
conjecture; nor is the sense which it yields, either natural in itself, 
or pertinent to the occasion. Our Lord would scarcely speak 
of ordinary means of cure, in answer to the Apostles’ demand, 
why they could not miraculously perform it. The whole verse 
is wanting in the Vatican, and a few other MSS. and Versions ; 
but is acknowledged by those of greatest authority; nor is 
there a single copy without it in Mark ix. 29. Dopprivar, Ra- 
PHELIUS, Munrue, Kurnorr, Wurrsy, &c.—[KnartcuButt, 
Bowyer, Sykes. ] 


Ver. 22. avasrpspoptvwv. E. T. While they abode; and 
such is sometimes the import of this verb, as in Josh. v. 5. LXX; 
but it should be translated, as they passed through.  Hesych. 
avacroepduevoc’ Tepepxdpevoc. So Polyb. III. 33. xaQ’ ode 
Kalpove év Toi¢ Kata THY IraAfav avectoépero. WETSTEIN. The 
verb wapadeéso8a: should here be rendered to be delivered up, not 
to be betrayed ; the agency being referred to God, according to 
whose counsel Christ was to be made an atonement for the sins 
of the world: Acts iv. 27. At the same time, the instrumenta- 
lity of Judas may also be included. See on Matt. x. 4. Ham- 
MOND, Grortius. It appears from Lwke ix. 43. that the disci- 

les were exceedingly amazed at the extraordinary power of their ' 
Master, exhibited in the last miracle; and their wonder was, in 
all probability, accompanied with proportionably high expecta- 
tions of aggrandizement in that temporal kingdom, the establish- _ 
ment of which they could not cease to anticipate. Jesus, there- 
fore, thought proper to moderate their ambitious hopes, by again 
predicting his sufferings ; a prediction, which he now frequently 
repeated, that, when the event took place, they might remember 
that he prepared them for it. From Mark ix. 32. it appears, that 
they understood not that saying, and could not reconcile it with 
their prejudices and expectations ; but they feared to ask an ex- 
planation, remembering that he had reprimanded Peter for being 
unwilling to bear it. Macknicur. 


Ver. 24. of ra didpaxpa AauBavovrec. Those who collect the 
didrachmas, that is, the tax so called; the plural being used in 
reference to the numbers from whom it was severally collected. 
It has been thought that this was the poll-tax levied by the 
Romans, after Judea had been reduced into the form of a pro- 
vince, and which was remitted to the Jews by Agrippa, in the 
reign of Claudius. On this supposition, the import of the ques- 
tion put to Peter coincides with that put to Christ himself by the 
Pharisees in Matt. xxii. 17. But itis much more probable that 
it was the half shekel paid for the service of the temple by all the 
Jewish males above twenty years old, and which Vespasian 
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afterwards obliged them to pay to the capitol at Rome. Of both 
these taxes, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 183. sq. That 
this last is the true interpretation, is strongly proved by the sum 
demanded: for the Attic drachma was the fourth part of a skekel, 
and therefore the didrachma, or half-shekel, precisely the amount 
which the tax imposed. The LXX indeed, on Hod. xxx. 13. 
have fyucv tov didpdxpuou, half a didrachm; but the Alexan- 
drian didrachm was double the common didrachm. Besides 
our Lord’s argument, that as Son of the Great King, to whom 
the tribute was paid, he could justly have excused himself, is far 
more conclusive in reference to the contribution made for the 
service of God. It seems too, from the question put to Peter, 
that the tribute in question was voluntary, rather than exacted: 
and such appears to have been the case from Nehem. x. 32. So 
also in the Talmud, Tit. Shekel, §. 2. itis said: Onthe fifteenth 
day of the month Adar, the collectors sit in the cities to receive 
this tax, and on the twenty-fifth, they sit in the temple ; they re- 
ceive from him who gives ; but he that does not give, is not com- 
pelled. With respect to the objection, that the payment of the 
half-shekel was made about the feast of the Passover, which was 
now past: it appears from the Talmud, wbz supra, that the pay- 
ments were by no means regularly made. The persons who col- 
lected this tribute, were not publicans; but the amoord)ou, 
employed by the priests to receive the dues of the temple. 
Ligutroot, Wuirsy, Grotius.—[Beza. | 


Ver. 25. sioiAOev. Scil. Peter. Jesus seems to have en- 
tered the house previously to the question of the tax-gatherer ; 
but being aware of what had passed, he anticipated Peter, by 
Opening a conversation respecting it. The word 7éAn signifies 
impost or custom, xijvooc, poll-tax. Schol. Il. K. 56. réXoe: 
THY & TOV eTELGAyOMEVWY WrviwY polT@cay Talc TOAEGL TOOCOOOY. 
Hesych. kivooc’ tmuxepadatov. They are here used together 
for taxes generally. KurNoet. 


Ver. 27. iva & ju} oxavdaXiowuev. Namely, by giving oc- 
casion to imagine that any slight is intended to the Temple and 
its service; or lest others, in far different circumstances, should 
be induced thereby to omit the contribution. The stater, as it 
appears from this text, was a piece of coin equal in value to two 
didrachmas. ‘There is no reason to suppose, with Schmidius, 
that the piece was created on this occasion, as the fish might 
have swallowed it accidentally. Instances of coins, jewels, &c. 
which had been casually dropped into the sea, being found in 
the bowels of fishes, are by no means uncommon. Herod. III. 
42, tov 88 ixOdv rauvorrece of Osodmovtec, ebploxover ev 7H 
vy0bi abrod évéovoay rhv ToAvkpdrove op¢oayisa. The om-: 
niscience of Christ, in knowing that the fish had gorged the 
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stater, and his omnipotence in directing that particular fish to 
Peter’s hook, are sufficient evidence of his creative power, had 
it been necessary to make the money for his present purpose. 
At all events, by paying the tribute he gave his disciples this 
important lesson, that in matters of minor consideration it is 
better to recede somewhat from their just rights, than by stub- 
bornly insisting on them to offend their brethren, or disturb the 
state. Dopprip@s, Macknieut. 





CHAPTER XVIII. 


Contents :—The Disciples contend for superiority, vv. 1—6. 
The evil and punishment of offences, vv. 7—11. Parable of 
the lost sheep, vv. 12—14. Forgiveness of injuries enjoined, 
wy. 15—22. Parable of the servant-debtors, vy. 23—385, 
[Mark ix. 33. Luke ix. 46.] 


Verse 1. yst@wv. The comparative is here used for the po- 
sitive, Tov d\Awy being understood. See on Matt. xi. 11. There 
is an apparent contradiction in this transaction, as it is related 
by Matthew and Mark respectively. According to the former, 
the disciples themselves lay the subject of their dispute before 
Jesus for his decision, but St. Mark represents them as back- 
ward to mention it, though Jesus requested it, because they were 
conscious that it would occasion a reproof. Now all matters of 
dispute admit, from their very nature, of two different represen- 
tations: those of the disciples who had laid claim to superiority, 
and given rise to the dissention, in all probability expected a 
rebuke, and were therefore ashamed and silent when questioned 
by Jesus; while those who considered themselves attacked, and 
only maintained their equality with those who asserted their su- 
perior dignity, had not hesitated to refer the decision of the case 
to their Master. Hence arise two different views of the matter, 
which will at once account for the discrepancy between the 
Evangelists. St. Matthew, who was probably of the latter 
class, having been originally a publican, and never particularly 
distinguished among the Apostles, relates the circumstance, as 
he had been more immediately concerned in it. Mark, on the 
other hand, receiving the account from St. Peter, who, from 
being one of the disciples more especially favoured by our Lord, 
had probably been one of the other party, relates it as more di- 
rectly applicable to his own view of the case. Thus one records 
one part, and the other another part of the transaction, but 
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though neither relate the whole, there is no inconsistency in 
what they do relate. Other solutions of the difficulty have 
been proposed, but this seems to be the most satisfactory. 
Micuaeuis. It is worthy of observation, that the ambitious dis- 
putes of the disciples generally followed the mention of Christ’s 
death and resurrection. Compare Matt. xx. 18—20. Luke xxii. 
22—24, Now, although they could not suppress their sorrow 
at the prospect of their Master’s sufferings, still the expectation 
of the establishment of the Messiah’s kingdom, which they con- 
nected with the resurrection, (see on Matt. xvi. 13.) induced 
.them to look forward to their own aggrandisement, and to cal- 
culate upon the respective promotion of each. To check these 
foolish emulations Jesus upon this occasion adopted a method 
of teaching agreeable to the manner of the Eastern doctors, who 
were wont to instruct their disciples by symbolical actions as 
well as by words. He placed a child before them, as an ex- 
ample of that humility, meekness, innocence, and docility, which 
would alone, entitle them to the glories of his kingdom. Similar 
instances of this mode of illustration occur in John xiii. 4, 5. 14. 
xx. 22. Acts xxi. 11. Rev. xviii. 21. There is a tradition pre- 
served by Nicephorus, that the child whom Jesus presented to 
them was the martyr Ignatius. Ligurroot, Macknicut, A, 
CLARKE. 


Ver. 5. madtov rowtrov. As in the preceding verses our 
Lord considers a little child as an emblem of a genuine disciple, 
so by the term in this verse he means a disciple only. Euthym. 
NyOvy, Eva Tia yevopevov we waidtov rovovror, Aéyw 0} TaTELVvdy 
kal evteA7 Kal ameppyuévov. In the same sense pxoot is used 
in the next verse. See on Matt. x. 40..42. Grortus, A. 
CLARKE. 


Ver. 6. b¢ & av cxavdadion x. 7. X. That is, throw a 
scandal in his way, so as to cause him to fall off from the faith. 
See on Matt. v. 27. xi. 5. Hence there is no truth in the doc- 
trine maintained by some, that those who once truly believe in 
Christ can never fall short of salvation. In this denunciation 
against those who cause others to offend, there is an.allusion to 
the punishment of drowning, which was in frequent use among 
the ancients, and seems to have grown into a proverb for dread- 
ful and inevitable ruin. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 155. 
Wuitsy, DopprivGe. . 

Ibid. bog dvixdc. A mill-stone, turned by an ass, and con- 
sequently much larger than one turned by the hand. Some, 
however, derive the adjective évxde from Svoc, which was also a 
common name for the upper, as ubAn was for the nether mill- 
stone. Hesych. dvoc* 6 avérspoc Aloe Tov piAov. But pbroe 
alone is put by synecdoche for A(Boc puAmde, (Mark ix. 42.) so 
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that the former interpretation is preferable. Ovid. Fast. VI. 
318. Et que puniceas versat asella molas. The phrase scup- 
piper avty is for oumpépy av adty, subaud. padrdov. Compare 
Mark ix. 42. Scuirusner, Kurnory.—[Campser.] The 
noun 7é\ayoc, which generally denotes the sea ttse/f, is here 
the depth of the sea. Hesych. wéAayoc* péyeboc, TAO, BvOdc, 
mAaroc Yaddoonc. So Pindar. ap. Plutarch. Sympos. VII. 5. 
éy wévrov meddye. Achill. Tat. I. p. 7. rite 88 Oaddrrne n 
- Xpod Sidi" 75 piv yao Toed¢ Thy viv UaéovOpoV, Kal KVdvEov Td 
mooc TO TéAayoc. ALBERTI, KyPKE. 


Ver. 7. avs rév oxavdddwv. On account of offences: such 
as those, for instance, alluded to in the preceding verses, by 
which we not only offend ourselves, but lead others into sin. 
Of this nature are pride, ambition, evil affections, persecutions, 
and the like. The preposition azé is used in the same sense as 
in this passage in Diod. Sic. p. 131. D. avé ratrne rite airtac. 
Our Lord’s argument is, that from the corruption of nature, the 
perverseness of mankind, and the abuse of that freedom with 
which as rational agents we are endowed, offences will na- 
turally arise; but so great is the punishment attached to those 
who cause these offences, that it is better to endure the greatest 
deprivation, such as parting with a limb, than to throw the cause 
of stumbling in the way of a weak brother. See on Matt. v. 27.. 
Macxnieut, MuNTHE. 


Ver. 10. épare, py Karappovhonte x. 7. A. From a general 
admonition, our Lord descends to a particular warning; namely, 
against contempt or ridicule. This he enforces by two reasons; 
-—1. from the peculiar care and affection with which God watches 
over his meanest servants, sending his angels to keep them in all 
their ways; and 2. from the love of Christ towards them, in 
coming into the world to lay down his life for their sakes. The 
particle yao in v. 11. introduces the second reason; which must 
not be understood as a proof of the former. Macxnienr, Kur- 
NOEL, DoppRIDGE. 

Ibid. oi dyyeXor avrev. Some have supposed from this text, 
that every good man has his particular guardian angel assigned 
to him: and such was unquestionably the belief of the Jews, in 
which they were followed. by several of the early Fathers. See 
Origen. Hom. VIII. in Genes. Tertull. de Baptisma; and 
Jerome, on this place. The notion is recognized in several pas- 
sages of Scripture: as, for instance, Gen. xlviil. 16. Psalm 
xxxiv. 7. Acts xii. 15. and similar notions are found in heathen 
writers. Apuleius de Deo Socrat. Hw hae sublimiore Demo- 
num copia Plato autumat, singulis hominibus in vita agenda 
testes et custodes singulos additos, qui homini conspicui semper 
adsint, Plato himself, however, (de Legg. X.) maintains that 
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every person has two demons, one prompting him to evil, the 
other to good. Compare also Hesiod. Op. D. I. 121. Dio 
Cass. XXXVIL. p. 75. Plutarch. Anton. 33. Hor. Epist. IT. 
1. 87. But our Lord here speaks of angels in the plural, which 
rather intimates that the angels in general are intended, who are 
employed collectively in this labour of love, in which the highest 
do not disdain to partake. Compare Heb. i. 14. Of the cus- 
tom here alluded to, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 90. 
Wuirsy, Ligutroor, Dopprinae.—[A. CLARKE, Grorivs. ] 


Ver. 12. dav yévnrat ran «7. A. In this parable our Lord 
proceeds to illustrate the arguments which he had just enforced ; 
and, by declaring his constant and unwearied solicitude for the 
lost-sheep which stray from his fold, and his joy at recovering 
them, to make his hearers sensible of the sin of causing them to 
stray. The expression 70 amoAwAdg, in the preceding verse, 
seems to be equivalent with rs wAavdémevov in this, reéBarov 
being understood. Compare Matt, ix. 36, x. 6. xv. 24. A 
fanciful idea is entertained by some, that there is a mysterious 
reference in the number ninety-nine to the angels who sinned, 
the proportion of whom to sinful men is as ninety-nine to one. 
But this form of speech was very common among the Jews. 
Thus in Peah. 1V. 2. In distributing grapes and dates to the 
poor, although ninety-nine say, ‘ Scatter them,” and only one, 
‘* Divide them ;” they hearken to him, because he speaks accord- 
ing to the tradition. So Schab. p. 14, 3. If ninety-nine die by 
an evil eye, and but one by the hand of heaven, §c. Licurroor, 
A. Crarxe. In the construction, the words éwi tra dpn should 
be joined with ageic, not with ropevOae, as in the E.T. The 
allusion is to a shepherd feeding his flock wpon the mountains, 
which were a frequent pasture for sheep; not to his seeking the 
lost one among the mountains, Compare 2 Chron. xviii. 16. Job 
xi. 20. Ezek. xxxiv. 6.13. So Theocr. Idyl. III. 46. év odpéon 
pada voueba, Virg. Eclog. II. 21. Mille mee Siculis errant in 
montibus agneé. There is no ambiguity in Luke xy. 4. where év 
Th tony is used, for what is here called éwit ra don. CAMPBELL, 
RosENMULLER.—[Brza, SCHLEUSNER.] Every circumstance in 
this, as in other parables, must not be too closely pressed. Our 
Lord did not mean that there is greater joy in recovering one 
lost sheep, than in the possession of the ninety-nine which ‘had 
not strayed. He merely intended an emphatic representation of 
the transport which a man naturally exhibits upon the sudden 
recoyery of a lost possession, and which, for a moment, at least, 
exceeds the pleasure which he feels in. the undisturbed enjoy- 
ment of one, even of greater value, PorTeEus. 


Ver, 15. tav S& apapthoy «. 7. A, From the offended, our 
Lord turns to the offending party: pointing out the proper 
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means of reclaiming a sinner, and, in case of incorrigible perse- 
verance in crime, the course to be pursued in regard to him. 
The first step to be taken is private reproof; in allusion most 
probably to the Mosaic precept in Levit. xix. 17. to a disregard 
of which the Jews attributed the ruin of their state. On this 
point Cicero observes, de Senect. 24. Molesta veritas, siquidem 
ex ea nascitur odium, quod est venenum amicitie; sed obse- 
quium multo molestius, quod, peccatis indulgens, precipitem 
amicum ferri sintt. So Plautus: Amicum castigare ob meritam 
noxiam Immune est facinus, verum in etate utile. In the ex- 
pression amapteiv cic o2, the personal pronoun, if understood 
definitely, will limit the meaning to personal offences, such as 
anger, malice, ridicule, and the like: but it is clear that the 
precept may be extended into a general application. The phrase 
itself is strictly classical. Thus Thucydides: auaprava wodda 
ei¢ nuac. M. Anton. VII. 26. drav tic audory te cic oé. It 
is also observable, that the verb cepdijvar does not apply exclu- 
sively to the reclaiming party, but to God. Compare 1 Cor. 
ix. 19. Grotrius, Kurnort, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 16. dav 82 pr} dxobcy, x. 7. dX. If private reproof fail, 
the remonstrance should be backed by the authority of one or 
two persons of weight and reputation ; not in order to bear tes- 
timony to the offence, but that the proper means have been taken 
to reclaim the offender. In this passage also, there is an evi- 
dent allusion to the law of Moses, (Dew. xix. 15.) which re- 
quired at least two witnesses for the establishment of any fact; 
examples of which are found in the Talmud. This law after- 
wards passed into a proverb. Compare 2 Cor. xiii. 1. John 
viii. 17. Ligutrroot, Grotius, KurmNoEL. 


Ver. 17. simt rh txxAnotg. This third step of the proceeding 
is also in accordance with the customs of the Jews; who, in the 
case of notorious and obstinate offenders, reproved them pub- 
licly in the synagogue. Thus in the book Musar, it is said; 
He that reproves his brother, must do it first without witnesses, 
betwixt his brother and himself alone ; if he amend, it ts well ; 
if not, take some companions, that thou mayest shame him 
before them; if neither this way succeed, he ought to shame 
him, and lay open his fault before many. So Maimonides in 
Ashuth, c. 12. If any deny to feed his children, they reprove 
him, they shame him, they urge him: if he still refuse, they 
make proclamation against him in the synagogue. In a sense 
analogous to this, therefore, the admonition of Christ must be 
understood; so that éxcAnola can be no other than the particular 
congregation to which the parties belong. Such was doubtless 
the opinion of the primitive Church ; and the public admonition 
(xara kowdy) spoken of by Justin M. in Epist. ad Zenam, and 
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the consequent excommunication of the offender, took place in 
the Church, or congregation of which he was a member, accord- 
ing to the direction of St. Paul: 1 Cor. v. 4, 2Cor: iis 6. 
Hence, no authority can be derived from this passage for the 
assumed infallibility of the Romish Church, assembled in council ; 
not to mention the absurdity of supposing, that persons, at what- 
ever distance removed, could lay their grievances before it. 
Besides, the precept could not have been obeyed during the 
three first centuries, since no such council ever met till the 
time of Constantine. Wuitsy, Ligurroot, CAMPBELL. Of 
the word éxxAnata, see on Matt. xvi. 18. and of the J ewish forms 
of excommunication, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 149. 

Ibid. 6 20vixdc cat 5 reAdvnc. The extreme detestation in 
which heathens and publicans were held by the Jews is well _ 
known; and the latter, as well as the former, they considered to 
be without the pale of religious society. Hence, in Demaz, p. 
23,1. itis said; A religious man, who becomes a publican, is 
to be driven out of the society of religion. Again, Maimonides 
in Geneshun, §. 3. A Jew that apostatizes, or breaks the sabbath 
presumptuously, is altogether like a heathen. Our Lord’s 
meaning is, therefore, that no religious communion should be 
held with a man who refuses to comply with these repeated en- 
deayours to restore him to a sense of his duty. Ligurroot. 


Ver. 18. 50a tav Shonre x. 7. A. Of this promise, see on 
Matt. xvi. 19. where it is made especially to Peter, but precisely 
in the same terms in which it is here extended to all the Apos- 
tles. There is some difficulty, however, and some difference of 
opinion, with respect to the meaning of this and the following 
verses, as they stand in connexion with what has gone before. 
The most natural interpretation seems to be this: ‘‘ Whatever 
determination you make in conformity with these directions re- 
specting an offending brother, shall be ratified in heaven; and 
whatever guidance ye may ask from above in forming these 
determinations, shall be granted you; for where only two are 
acting together for my glory, I am present by my Holy Spirit, to 
answer your prayers, and sanction your proceedings.” It is 
clear that the prayer, to which our Lord promises his present 
attention, refers to the bending and loosing, with which it is con- 
nected: and the consideration that they were to be directed into 
all truth, in this matter, confines the promise, in its strictest 
sense, to the Apostles alone, however it may be extended, in a 
qualified acceptation, to Christians of all ages. Compare Matt. 
xxi. 21,.22. Mark xi. 23, 24. John xix. 13, 14. 1 John iii. 22. 
v. 14, 15. James v. 16. Hence the opinion, that the promise 
refers to the offended and offending party, as maintained by 
Origen, Chrysostom, and others of the Fathers; and that. it 
extends the power of absolution and excommunication to the 
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successors of the Apostles, is far less probable. The adjective 
wavro¢ must be understood of all cases, in reference to the power 
conferred in this passage. Ligurroot, A. CuarkE, Porrevs, 
KurnoEt, &c.—[Grotiuvs. ] 


Ver. 19. yeviioera avtroic. That is, they shall obtain it. This 
is not only a Hebraism, as in Josh. xv. 2. xvii. 6. LXX. but it 
occurs also in Greek writers. So Atlian H. V. IX. 25. & & 
amropeic oTEpMaTwv, Tap’ znov cot yevéoOw. Eurip. Alcest. 70, 
Kou’ 1) wap Huey col yevhoerat xapic. Herc. F. 603, pévorre 
© avrov wavta ool yevfoera. In the same manner «var col is 
used. Lucian. Pseudom. p. 877. Gre tora: wévta, éadrav 
20eAjow zyo. Compare Mark xi. 24. John xv. 7. Esner, 
KyYPKE. 


Ver, 20. sic rb tudv Svona. For év re dvduart pov, i. e. in 
my service. Compare John x. 25. xvi. 23. with v. 36. Two or 
three are here put for any indefinite small number.- So Joseph. 
c. Apion. II. 32. ag’ obv Kai wap’ jpiv od Aéyw Tocobrovc, dAdad 
ovo 7) ToEIC EyVw TIC Tooddrac yevopuévoue THV véuwy. KUINOEL, 
WETSTEIN. 

Ibid. cit tv pécy aitov. Scil. with my assistance and sup- 
port; in the sense of adesse alicui, in Latin. Compare Isaiah 
xliii. 2. John iii. 2. Acts xviii. 10. In this passage, therefore, 
our Lord declares his omnipresence and divinity ; and in the same 
terms as were applied by the Jews to the Schechinah. Thus in 
Purke Abbot, U1. 1. Where two are sitting at table in discourse 
concerning the law, the Shechinah is among them; according to 
Malachi iii. 16. They had a notion, however, that at least ten 
should join in prayer, if any extraordinary success was expected. 
The following is from the Coran; Sura, 58. God knoweth what is 
in heaven, and what is on earth; for where three are gathered 
together, he is the fourth ; where there are five, he is the sixth ; 
and be there few or many, God is among them. Licurroor, 
ScHOETTGEN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 21. moctic auapthoe x. 7. A. This isan Hebraic form 
of construction for duapricavTe apjow, scil. rag apapriac. 
Compare v. 35. infra, where, however, the words ta rapamrdé- 
para avr@y are omitted in many MSS., and are probably an in- 
terpolation. Forgiveness of injuries is the most prominent doc- 
trine of the Gospel ; and it was in consequence perhaps of our 
Lord’s frequent inculcation of it, more. especially in Luke xvii. 3. 
in connection with the subject of discourse in the present chap- 
ter, that Peter enquired the limits within which this forbearance 
was to be exercised. He probably imagined that it might be 
carried so far as to be productive of dangerous consequences to 
society, by encouraging the ill-disposed to offer repeated in- 
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juries in the hope of continued impunity. It is to be observed, 
however, that sincere penitence on the part of the offender, and 
an earnest entreaty of forgiveness, are necessary conditions in 
procuring his pardon. This is evident, not only from the pas- 
sage of Luke cited above, but from the beautiful and affecting 
parable by which our Lord makes his reply. In this parable, 
which may be considered as a practical commentary on the fifth 
petition in the Lord’s Prayer, there are three things set in oppo- 
sition, the Lord and his servant, an immense sum to a trifle, and 
the most extraordinary clemency to the most barbarous cruelty. 
Its application is easy in respect to each of these particulars. 
What, in the first place, are men compared with God? se- 
condly, how great sums do each owe to him? and thirdly, how 
trifling comparatively are the offences which our brethren commit 
against us, which many do not hesitate to revenge in the most 
unchristian spirit of malevolence? It is unnecessary to draw the 
conclusion. Amidst so much excellence as we meet with in the 
Gospel, it is not easy to say what is most excellent; but of all 
the parables of our Lord none is more interesting, more affect- 
ing, coming more home to the feelings, and pressing closer on 
the hearts of men, than this of the unforgiving servant. Certain 
it is, that in all the characters of excellence, in perspicuity, in 
brevity, in simplicity, in pathos, in force, it has no equal in any 
human composition whatever. Macknient, Porteus, GRotius. 

Ibid. we imzraxic. It is not necessary to refer this question 
to our Lord’s injunction in Lwke xvii. 4. since the number seven 
was usually employed to denote multitude or frequency, as in 
1 Sam. ii. 5. Psalm xii. 7. cxix. 164. Prov. xxiv. 16. Hence, 
in our Lord’s reply, the term employed implies an unlimited for- 
giveness. Compare Gen. iv. 24. where the samé expression is 
used by the LXX, in which the use of fara for éwrdxie is re- 
markable. From Amos i. 3. the Rabbins collected that three 
offences should be remitted, but not the fourth. Thus in Joma, 
p- 36. 2. They pardon aman once that sins against another ; 
secondly, they pardon him ; thirdly, they pardon him ; fourthly, 
they do not pardon him. It has been suggested that some of 
the Rabbins put the two numbers together, as the utmost limit 
of forgiveness; and that Peter’s question is built upon this de- 
termination, WuitBy, Grortius, Licurroor.—[Macxnicut. ] 


Ver. 23. 81a rovro. Euthym. da 76 Xonvat wavrore ovyXw- 
psiv Ty TavTore peTavoovrtt. The kingdom of Heaven is here 
the Gospel dispensation, (see on Matt. iii. 2.) and the conduct 
of God towards unforgiving Christians is represented by that of 
the king in the parable, who is. called évOodmw BaciAd, as op- 
posed to the Almighty, unless, indeed, the former substantive be 
merely redundant, or equivalent to rwé. It is clear that SovAoe 
does not here mean @ slave, but merely a servant, or minister, 
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who was entrusted with the management of the royal estate. 
The phrase suvafpev Adyov, as in Latin, conferre rationes, is a 
usual form denoting to settle an account. Compare Matt. xxv. 
19. In the same sense ovAAoyiZeoPa is used in Levit. xxv. 50. 
LXX. KuinoeEt. 


Ver. 24. votwy radavrwv. Ten thousand talents. 'The 
talent of gold was equal to about £5,475 English; so that 
10,000 talents would amount to £54,750,000. According to 
other calculations they amount to £72,000,000, but in either 
case the sum is so immense, that, although the parable is not 
affected thereby, it is scarcely possible that so great a debt should 
have been contracted by any individual. According to Eutropius, 
indeed, (Hist. Rom. IV. 2.) Antiochus paid this sum to purchase 
peace with the Romans; but the authority of Livy is much more 
to be relied upon, who states the fine to have been 15,000 
talents of silver, of which 500 only were to be paid immediately, 
2,500 more when the peace was ratified by the senate, and the 
remaining 12,000 as a tribute of 1,000 annually. See Liv. 
XXXVII. 45. XXXVIII. 38. It appears also from Polyb. 
Legat. XXIV. p. 817. that these were Euboic talents, each of 
which were equal to 80 Roman pounds = 80 x 96 denarii of 
74 each = 80 x £8 sterling = £240. Hence the whole sum 
= 24) x 15,000 = £3,600,000; and, according to the same 
calculation, the sum mentioned by our Lord = 10,000 x 240 = 
2,400,000. The more usual method, however, is to reckon by 
weight, at the rate of 750 ounces of silver to a talent, averaging 
the value of silver at 5s. per ounce. In this way, 10,000 talents 
— 10,000 x 750 x 5 = 37,500,000 shillings = £1,875,000. 
The hundred denarii, v. 28. is equivalent to about £3. 2s. 6d. 
sterling. Doppripce, Hammonp. 


Ver. 25. ixédevoev adrov woabiva, «. 7. 2. This was a 
custom which prevailed in early times in other countries, as well 
as among the Jews. See Ase Gelli. XX nal aaaisting, VILLI dd. 
With respect to the Jews see Horne’s Introd. Vol. ILI. p. 139. 
This bondage, however, was not extended beyond six years, 
Levit. xxv. 39. sq. The verb #y«v is here used in the sense of 
Sévac0a, as frequently in classic authors. So Plat. Phaed. 21. 
ov tyw édécOa. Xen. Cyr. I. 1. 4. wau7ddAXAwv Ever, GY 0b8 
dy ra dvopata Exou TIC ElTELV. So in Latin, Cic. pro Rose. §. 35. 
Habeo enim dicere. Compare Luke xii. 4. John viii. 6. Eph. 
iy, 28. Prov. iii. 27. LXX. With arodotiva and arodobiva 
we must supply rd dpeAduevor, as in v. 30, Kurnoen. 


Ver. 26. The verb paxoo0upeiv, signifying literally to be long 
minded, i. e. to wait patiently, as applied to debtors, answers to 
the Latin indulgere, though expectare is not unfrequently used 

VoL. I. Q 


226 MATTHEW XVIII. 28. 31. 34. 


in the same sense. Corn. Nep. Attic. II. 3, 4. Eapectare et 
sustinere. Mart. Epig. 1X. 4. Eapectes et sustineas, Auguste, 
necesse est, Nam tibi quod solvat, non habet arca Jovis. Compare 
Heb. vi. 15. James v. 7. It is followed, as in this place, by the 
preposition ét in Wisd. xxv. 18. LXX. In the next verse TO 
Séveov is understood by some to signify merely the énterest of 
the debt, and not the debt itself; but this is plainly at variance 
with v. 32. where dpeAz is substituted. It is clear, however, 
from the sequel, that the remission was only conditional, and 
was eventually cancelled by his future misconduct. KUINOEL, 
Hammonp, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 28. xoathoac avréy eveye. The verbs mviyew and 
dyxew are used by Greek writers of hard creditors, nearly in 
the sense of the English throttle. Lucian. D. M. 22. kat piv 
dyEw oe, vy Tov Tdobrwva, av pj amoswe. Sympos. 32. ove? 
ayxXw Tove pabntac, Nv pa) Kara KaLooVv aroswot Tove pucbotec. 
Pollux III. 116. &yxwv rove yonetdc, aromviywy Tove opet- 
Novrac. Aristoph. Equit. 772. yohpata wAsior améOeEa tv rH 
Kolvy, Tove piv oTpEBA@V, TOC © a&yxwv, Tove d& perarov. 
The participle kpatjoac is a redundant Hebraism, expressive 
perhaps of more than ordinary violence. A. CLARKE, WETSTEIN, 
KuINoEL. 


Ver. 31. uThOnoav. Were indignant. See on Matt. xiv. 9. 
Thus axoc and y6dAo¢ are interchanged in Hom. I]. A. 188. 
224. axvipevoe and xwduevoc, ibid. vv. 241. 244. The verb 
cuacapety signifies to detail, to give full information, in which” 
sense the Latin explanare is used in Cic. Epzst. ad Div. I11. 
1. 1. Compare 1 Mace. xii. 6. 2 Mace. i. 18. xi. 18. Diod. Sie. 
p. 23. B. Kurnoen, Munrue. 


Ver, 34, roic Bacavioratc. The word Bacarorije properly 
denotes an examiner, especially one who examines by forture ; 
and as torture was usually exercised against greater criminals, it 
came at length to signify a gaoler generally. ‘This seems to be the 
meaning here; unless, indeed, as we may reasonably suppose, the 
punishment denounced against the servant did not merely regard 
his insolvency, but the injustice, fraud, and cruelty of which he 
had been equally guilty. Of the severity with which prisoners 
were treated, and of the nature of the punishment generally, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 146. sqq. Doppripe¢z, HamMonp. 
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CHAPTER XIX. 


ConTENTs :— Christ passes from Galilee into Perea, vv. 1, 2. 
[Mark x. 1. Luke ix. 51.] - His reply to the question respect- 
ing marriage and divorce, vv. 3—12. [Mark x. 2. Luke xvi. 
18.] Little children brought to him, vv. 13—15. [Mark x. 
13. Luke xviii. 15.] His reply to the young ruler, and cau- 
tion against the danger of riches, vv. 16—80. [Mark x. 17, 
Luke xviii. 18.] 


Verse 1. sic ra dpia tne “lovdaiac x. r. A. Properly speaking, 
no part of Juda was beyond Jordan, but it has been supposed 
that the country of Perea was sometimes so designated. Jo- 
sephus indeed observes, in reference to a fortification built by 
Hyrcanus, Ant. XII. 5. otroc 6 ré7o0e éort perakd tie Apasiac 
Kat tne “lovdalac tépav Tov lopdavov, ov réppw Tie EoorBwrt- 
tido¢g. But this proves nothing more than that the fort was 
somewhere beyond Jordan, between Judea and Arabia. Others, 
therefore, suppose that wéoav should be rendered on this side. 
See on Matt. iv. 15. _ But it is more probable that the construc- 
tion is elliptical, and that it should be supplied from the parallel 
place of Mark x. 1., where the reading is dia rov wépav row 
*Joopdavov. During this journey Jesus was at Bethabara, (John 
x. 40.) which was certainly beyond Jordan. Macxnieut.— 
[Retanp, Le CuErc.] 


Ver. 3. & tcorw avOow7y «. 7. X. Our Lord had publicly 
delivered his opinion upon this point on a former occasion, and 
there can, therefore, be but little doubt that the principal motive 
of this insidious question was the hope that a fresh declaration 
of his sentiments would subject him to the resentment of the 
school of Hillel, who taught that divorces were allowable upon 
the most trivial occasions. This is at once apparent from the 
parallel place in Luke xvi. 18. The judgment of Christ respect- 
ing the illegality of divorce is there given in illustration of his 
assurance that the law should endure for ever, and as it stands 
without any notice of the previous conversation here recorded, 
appears somewhat abrupt and unconnected. But if the narrative 
be supplied from St. Matthew, the malevolent intention of the 
Pharisees is at once apparent: they hoped to draw from him the 
exposition which he had formerly given, which they knew to be 
at variance with the then existing law, and consequently, in their 
view of the case, with his previous announcement of the per- 
petual obligation of Mosaic institutions. ._ With the most con- 
summate wisdom, therefore, instead of affording them the desired 
opportunity of misrepresenting i doctrine, he first refers them 
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to the divine institution of marriage, as stated by Moses; and 
only repeats his former declaration, after he had thwarted their 
aims by this unanswerable appeal to their great Lawgiver him- 
self. ‘The malignity of the question will be yet more evident 
from the fact, that it was proposed in the dominions of Herod 
Antipas, to whom our Lord’s reply would be more especially 
offensive. Kurnoret, Pixxineron. There is a various reading 
of some MSS. in this passage which should perhaps be noticed : 
égaptiay for airiay. It was originally either a marginal gloss, 
one signification of airéa being a crime, as in Acts xxv. 18. or it 
arose from the supposition that the first syllable being dropped, 
duapria would easily be mistaken for airéa. The force of the 
question, however, as well as the authority of the best MSS., is 
decisive against any change in the received text. Of the prepo- 
sition card, in the sense of propter, we have examples in Levet. 
xxvi. 28. LXX. Herod. V. 39. Polyb. XV. 11. Joseph. Ant. 
I. 18. 2.; and of rac, signifying any whatever, in Rom. iii. 20. 
Gal. ii. 16. Rapnecius, Kress, Muntust, MacknicHt.— 
[A. CLARKE. ] 


Ver, 4. ob« avéyvwre. See Gen. i. 27. ii. 24. As 6 repalwv 
is the tempter, Matt. iv. 3. 6 Xadev the speaker, Acts vii. 44. 
so mouhoac may be the Creator; the word avOedrove being 
implied, to which avrove is referred. With the adjectives docev 
cat 0Xv in the neuter yévoc must be supplied, and governed by 
the preposition xara understood. Exusner.—[KvinoEt.] At 
first sight it may appear that our Lord’s reasoning is inconclusive; 
and Campbell maintains that no argument against divorce can be 
deduced from the simple fact that God at the creation made 
mankind of different sexes. It should be observed, however, 
that the inference does not depend upon God’s creating male and 
female, but upon what he said, or rather what Adam said by 
divine inspiration, when they were so created. Atthe same time 
the Mosaic history relates, that at the beginning, am dpyie, 
only two persons, one male and one female, were created, plainly 
intimating the nature and intention of the connubial state; and 
that two, and two only, should be thus indissolubly united. 


Ver. 5. moocxodAAnPhoera. Properly, shall be firmly ce- 
mented, as by glue: a beautiful metaphor, which forcibly inti- 
mates that nothing but death should separate them. Both the 
simple and compound verbs are used in the N. T. in an applied 
sense, and so also in the LXX, corresponding with the Hebrew 
pat, dabak. Compare Gen. ii. 24. Deut. xi. 22. xxviii. 60. 
Josh. xxiii. 8. 2 Kings xviii. 6. Ruth ii. 8. 21. 23. Job xli. 8. 
Prov. xviii. 25. Ecclus. vi. 36. xiii. 18. xix.2. Ina sense pre- 
cisely analogous to that which it bears in this passage we have 
Plato de Legg. p. 839. or o: moockoAAacIa, SwKovTa Kara 
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tac Evvovotac. So in Latin, Plaut. Menzch. II. 2. 67. me- 
retrices se applicant, agglutinant. Inthe N. T. the word re- 
curs in Mark x. 7. Luke x. 11. xv. 15. Acts v. 13. 36. viii. 29. 
ix. 26. x. 28. xvii. 34. Rom. xii. 9. 1 Cor. vi. 16, 17. Ephes. 
v. 31. and always in a metaphorical signification. WerTsTEIN, 
ScHLEUSNER, A. CLARKE. 

Ibid. sig cépxa piav. An Hebraism for cdp£ pia, as in the 
next verse. Compare Deut. xxviii. 13. 2 Sam. vii. 14. Psalm 
Ixix. 11. xciv. 22. There is an old maxim, that friends are, as 
it were, ufa Wvx7), and inseparable : how much more then should 
this be the case with marriage? Antipater de Nuptiis: Ai piv yao 
aAXa pirta Kal ptroatopyiat éolkact Talc TOV OoTplwY KaTa TAC 
mapabicac pigeow' ai & avopoe¢ Kal yuvatkoe raic de bAwy koa- 
GEoLY, we Oivoc VoaTti. Ov yao pdovov Tie ovalac Kal TOV TéKYWY 
kat tig Wuyxiic, adda Kal TOV CwWLaTwY ovTOL pdvOL KOLVWVOUL. 
- Hierocles: zoarn kat OTOLXELWOESTATH TOV KOLVWHLWY 1 KATA TOV 
yanov. Menander: Oixsiov ottwe ovdéy éoriv, & Adxne, Edy 
okoT}) TLC, We avo Te kal yuvf. The expression here employed 
is analogous to that which Plato is supposed to have borrowed 
from the Hebrews, ovyriEa Kat ouppvoat cic TO avTO, WoTe dbo 
Ovrac Eva yeyovéva. To the same effect Tacit. German. 19. 
Stic unum accipiunt maritum, quomodo unum corpus, unamque 
vitam, ne ulla cogitatio ultra, ne longior cupiditas sit. Grorius, 
WertstTEIN. It is remarkable, that in this passage there is no 
word answering to déo in the Masoretic editions of the Hebrew 
Bible ; of which see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 188. In addi- 
tion to the authorities there cited, that the Hebrew originally 
corresponded with the Greek of the N. T., it may be observed, 
that the only ancient version which accords with the Hebrew is 
the Chaldee, which the Rabbis have constantly used in their 
synagogues and schools, and have consequently taken every op- 
portunity to reduce it into a close conformity with the Masoretic 
readings. CAMPBELL. © 


Ver. 6. ovvéZevEev. A metaphor borrowed from the yoking 
of oxen, and constantly applied to the marriage union. Herodian 
III. 10. o&8 wavy re iddpuevoe TH yauy, avayKy padrrov 7} TeO- 
apéces GuveGevypévoc. Aristot. Polit. VII. 16. 76 véove ov- 
Zevyviva cat véac. Joseph. Ant. I. 19. 10. rac Ovyarépac rag 
tudc¢ ovvéevta. Hence Cevyoc, a married couple, Xen. Cicon. 
VII. 18. cvuyijc, a husband, 3 Mace. iv. 8. LXX. It was a 
custom, in fact, among the ancients, when persons were newly 
married, to place a yoke upon their necks, signifying thereby 
that they were closely linked, and bound to pull equally together 
in all the concerns of life. Isidor. de Origin. 1X. 8. Conjuges 
appellati, propter jugum quod imponitur matrimonio conjun- 
gendis. Jugo enim nubentes subjict solent, propter futuram 
concordiam, ne separentur. Again: Conjugium est dictum, quia 
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conjuncti sunt; vel a jugo, quo in nuptiis copulantur, ne resolut 
aut separari possint. Hence also the yoke is mentioned among 
the symbols of marriage in Achill. Tat. V. p. 315. guot pév yao | 
Soxei ra TapdvTa yauwrv evar abuBora’ Cuydc piv olTwe UTip 
Keparfc Kosuauévoc, Seopot O& mept THY KEpaiay TEeTapéevol. 
Kypxe, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 7. tt ovv Mwoie x. t. A. By the manner of putting this 
question one would imagine that Moses had commanded both 
the dismission and the writing of divorcement, whereas in fact 
he had only permitted the dismission; but in case they took ad- 
vantage of this permission, commanded the writing of divorce- 
ment. Camppett, Macxnieut, &c. Of this and the two fol- 
lowing verses, see on Matt. v. 31. sq. 


Ver. 10. & obrwe zorty 7 airla x. tr. A. If such be the relative 
condition of man and wife, &c. The word airia is here used in 
a forensic sense, as denoting state or condition. So the Latin 
causa in Cic. Fam. VII. 4. Martial. VII. 92. 5. Kurnoern, 
GRoTIUs. 

Ver. 11. ob mavrec xwoovo x. tr. X. The verb ywoetv pro- 
perly signifies capax esse; hence, as applied to things specu- 
lative, to understand, to comprehend; and to things practical, 
to obtain, to execute. In the latter of these applied senses it 
occurs in Plutarch, Cat. Min. p. 791. ci Kar@vec otk cioiv; ovd: 
70 Karavoc dodvyua yeoovaty, oixrsipsiy THY acbevelav avtov. 
Phocylides fr. 84. ob ywoet weyadnv SSayav adldakroe axobew. 
y fElian. V. H. III. 9. rocovrov avdpsioc, bcov avty Kat 7 bux 

xwod. So also it is used in this passage; not in the sense of 
intelligere, as some have supposed, probably from mistaking the 
meaning of the word Adyoc, which is to be rendered by res, not 
by verbum. Antonin. Lib. c. 34. Karijvece tov Adyov. Compare 
Mark i. 45. Camppetit, Grotrus, WeTsTEIN, Eisner. The 
import of our Lord’s reasoning is this: It is not in every one’s 
power to live continently ; such, therefore, ought to marry, but 
with prudence and circumspection in making choice of a wife. 
Those, however, who have the gift, and can restrain their appe- 
tites, commit no sin in remaining unmarried. Macknieut. 


Ver. 12. oirwee evvobtyicay éavrove k.t. A. That the am- 
putation of the desire, not of the member, is here intended, is 
evident from the two species of eunuchism previously mentioned: 
by the first are signified those who are continent by natural con- 
stitution ; by the second those whom violence has rendered in- 
capable of the matrimonial union; and these last are those who, 
from an ardent desire of promoting the interest of religion, have 


determined to live in a state of celibacy, unincumbered with the 
11 
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cares of the world. Among the Rabbins we find these different 
kinds of eunuchs described in similar terms; as, for instance, 
eunuchs of the sun, i. e. by the hand of God, or men born impo- 
tent; eunuchs of men, or those who have been castrated; and 
those who make themselves eunuchs, i. e. abstain from marriage, 
that they may give themselves up to the study of the law. he 
expression was taken allegorically by Chrysostom, J. Martyr, 
Tertullian, Cyprian, and the generality of the Fathers, except 
Origen, who not only interpreted the words literally, but is said 
to have exemplified them upon himself. Our Lord is usually 
supposed to have alluded to the sect of the Essenes, of which see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 374. sqq. Macknicut, Grorius, 
A. CLARKE. 

Ibid. 6 Suvapevoc ywoeiv, xwesttw. This admonition, like 
that of St. Paul’s, 1 Cor. vii. 26. has a more immediate reference 
to the circumstances of the times in which it was delivered. The 
arguments which the Papists would derive from it in favour of 
celibacy, as a more honourable state than matrimony, are totally 
groundless. Marriage is in this very place represented as a 
divine institution, ordained in the time of man’s innocency, and 
the Apostle declares it to be honourable in all ranks and condi- 
tions, provided the duties attached to it are duly and religiously 
performed. If the early propagation of the Gospel, and the per- 
secutions to which its professors were exposed, rendered it ad- 
visable at that particular period to remain unmarried, in order 
to be free from the unavoidable incumbrances of the married 
state; the recommendation of this practice for temporary pur- 
poses cannot surely be construed into a law, binding upon all 
ages of the world. Besides, our Lord does not recommend celi- 
bacy, he only permits it as a thing lawful, if a person can so. 
effectually restrain his passions as to keep himself from falling 
into sin. MacKNIGHT. 


Ver. 13. rag yetoac emp. See on Matt. ix. 18. and to the 
passages cited add Gen, xlviii. 14, 15. from whence it more dis- 
tinctly appears that imposition of hands was used by persons of 
peculiar sanctity, in praying for blessings upon children. ‘The 
parallel passage in Mark x. 1. is very appropriately selected by 
our church as the Gospel for the celebration of Infant Baptism. 
It does not indeed directly follow from thence, that infant baptism 
was an institution of Christ : but since that may be inferred from 
other Scriptures, it is not improbable that our Lord intended an 
anticipative reference to it. The narrative clearly proves that 
the children who were brought to him were. considered capable 
of participating in the spiritual blessings of the Christian cove- 
nant, and consequently of being received into the body of his 
church. Christ did not baptize them, nor order his disciples to 
do so, because the rite was not yet instituted; but they had 
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already entered into covenant with God by circumcision. Be- 
sides, though incapable of repentance, infants are as fit to be ad- 
mitted into Christ’s church as they were into the Jewish church, 
and therefore, as baptism is the only means of such admission, 
fit to be baptized. It has been supposed, since Christ called the 
children to him, (Luke xviii. 16.) that they could walk, and were 
therefore not of a very infantine age. But the word Bpédoc, 
which Luke employs, is explained by Eustathius and Phavorinus 
of a child under four years old, and consequently much under 
years of discretion. So the word is used in 1 Pet. ii. 2. and 
that it is so here is further manifest from our Lord’s taking them 
in his arms, (Mark x. 16.) The children were doubtless those 
of believers, since the unbelieving Jews would scarcely have 
sought a blessing from Christ; and had they been brought to 
be healed of any bodily distemper, as some have supposed, the 
disciples would not have repulsed them. It should seem that 
they considered them incapable of receiving instruction, and con- 
sequently that their introduction to Christ would only interfere 
with more important matters, such as the discussion of the sub- 
ject of marriage, without producing any advantage either to 
themselves or those who brought them. The ancients, at all 
events, looked upon this passage as sufficient authority for infant 
baptism, as appears even from Tertullian, de Baptism, c. 18. 
though he dislikes the custom. So also the Constit. Apost. VI. 
15. p. 280. C. BamriZare duev cat ra vipria*” Agere yao, ono, 
7a. Tadia toxecba red¢ we. Wuitsy, Doppripar, LicuTroor, 
—[Exsner. | . 

Ibid. tmeripnoav avroic. Scil. roig te0cgépover. Compare 
Mark x. 13. 


Ver, 14, rv rowbrwv. Theophylact: rev MLMOUMEvwY Thy 
amAdryta robrwv. See on Matt. xviii. 1. 


Ver, 16. sic. Supply veavicxoc from vy. 22. and doxwv from 
Luke xviii. 18. He may have been either a ruler of the Syna- 
gogue, (Matt. ix. 18.) or, which is more probable, a member of 
the Sanhedrim. Compare Luke xxiii. 23. xxiv. 20. 1 Mace. i. 
14, 27, Joseph. Ant. XX. 1. 2. It has been supposed, from the 
sorrow which he exhibited at our Lord’s reply, that there was a 
degree of hypocrisy in the young ruler’s application ; but the 
earnestness of his appeal, his respectful demeanour, and, in fact, 
all the circumstances of the case, evidently prove that he fully 
intended to acquiesce in the decision of Christ whatever it might 
be. Euthymius : ovK hy C8 Urovdoe 6 veavicxoe ovToc, &¢ pact 
twee’ adda tie piapyvolac 4 dkavOa riv Auwapav dpovpav 
tie Yuxiig abrod SuAvmjvaro. He was probably confused by 
the Pharisaical division of the precepts of the law, some of 
which they considered weighty, and others light, and wished 
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to be directed by Jesus, whom he looked upon as a teacher of 
more than ordinary authority, which of these precepts were 
preeminently essential to the attainment of eternal life. The 
young man seems to have been of the particular sect of Pha- 
risees mentioned in Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 372. Kurnort. 
—[Macxnieut. | 

Ibid. Fwy aidvov. The Jews had very imperfect views of a 
future state; so much so that it has been asserted by War- 
burton, (Div. Leg. V.) that the doctrine és not to be found in, 
and does not make part of, the Mosaic dispensation. Against 
this assertion, in its full extent, numerous passages may be cited 
from the O. T., and the question now proposed by the young man 
is evidently at variance with such supposition, unless, indeed, we 
suppose that he had previously conversed with Christ or his 
Apostles on the subject. Grortus. 


Ver. 17. ri pe Aéyere ayaOdv; This reading is interlined in 
Griesbach’s first edition, and wholly rejected in the second, in 
order to make way for ri pe gowrac wept Tov ayafov, which is to 
be found in several MSS., in conformity with the Vulgate, 
Coptic, Armenian, Saxon, and other versions, supported by 
Origen, Eusebius, Cyril, Jerome, Augustin, and others of the 
Fathers. But the vulgar reading is nevertheless preferable on 
more accounts than one: the evidence from MSS. is beyond 
comparison superior; the versions on both sides nearly balance 
each other; and the internal evidence arising from the connec- 
tion of the thoughts is decisive on the point. There are other 
variations also, such as the omission of ayaé in v. 16. and the 
substitution of cig éotiv 6 ayabdc for oddete ayabdc Ei pn ic, 6 
@zdc, which plainly shew the hand of an interpolator. It is 
easy to trace the origin of these difficulties in the evidence which 
the passage is supposed to afford against the divinity of Christ ; 
and the Socinians have not been backward in appealing to its 
authority. But if the object which our Lord had in view be 
well considered, there is no ground for apprehension in this 
respect. The young ruler had accosted him by the title ddao- 
kaXe ayab?, a mode of address employed towards their most dis- 
tinguished Rabbis, and of which they were exceedingly proud : 
he did not, therefore, mean to assume any imperfection to himself, 
but to expose and reprove the vain and wicked flattery which the 
Pharisees courted, and which was in all probability offered to 
Christ, in conformity with the custom then in use. At the same 
time, it is well answered by Maresius, that the Father being the 
fountain of the whole Deity, must in some sense be the fountain 
of the goodness of the Son: and hence many of the anti-Nicene 
Fathers owned that the word ayadc signally and essentially ap- 
plied to God the Father, and to Christ only by reason of the 
goodness derived to him, as being God of God. See Clem.: 
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‘Alex. Peedag. I. p. 113. 119. Kuryozt, Wuirsy, DopprinGE, 
CampBeLi.—[ Mit, Griespacu, Grorius, A. CLARKE. ] 


Ver. 18. 76° ob povebouc’ x. 7. Xd. It is worthy of remark, 
that frequently in the N. T. when mention is made of the whole 
Law, the second table only is exemplified, as in this place, Ftom. 
xiii. 8, 9. James ii. 8. 11. and elsewhere. The reason of this 
is not that the precepts of this table are of more importance than 
those of the first, but because there is a necessary connection 
between the duties of piety towards God, and of justice, tem- 
perance, and charity towards men ; and because these latter are 
not so easily counterfeited as the former. On this subject it is 
proper also to observe, that the terms of salvation here offered 
are not different from those mentioned elsewhere in Scripture. 
Though faith is declared expressly by our Lord himself to be 
essentially necessary to salvation, still it is fazth working by 
love ; and ‘it'was only this faith that would have influenced the 
young man to have parted with all that he had for the sake of the 
Gospel. The condition too of keeping the commandments is 
that by which pious persons in the O. 'T. are continually repre- 
sented as obtaining the promise of eternal life. Compare Levit. 
xviii. 5. Ezek. xviii. 21. xx. 11. xxxii. 15. Luke i. 6. At the 
same time it is certain that the Law could not of itself give life, 
(Gal. iii. 21.) because it required that perfect unsinning obe- 
dience of which man is incapable: so that the virtuous could not 
expect the promised blessings in consequence of their own me- 
rits, but only from the propitiation and atonement which God 
had appointed to be made for sin. As, therefore, under the 
Gospel our justification ariseth not from works, but is by grace 
through faith, and yet good works and sincere obedience are 
conditions necessary to salvation, and the means of obtaining it; 
so the pious under the Law had just reason to expect the pro- 
mised reward of obedience, by virtue of the Lamb slain from the 
foundation of the world. Wuirsy, Licutroot, Macxnieur. 


Of the use of the article in this verse, placed absolutely, see 
Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 279. : 


Ver. 20. tc vedrnrd¢ pov. It is generally thought that vedrne 
should here be rendered childhood, as relating to an earlier stage of 
life, than that which the young man had already attained. Several 
MSS., versions, and Fathers omit the words altogether, whence 
they have been considered by some as interpolated from Mark 
x. 20. Luke xviii. 21. But there is little doubt of their genu- 
ineness, and as little necessity for departing from the ordinary 
meaning of the noun. Its use appears to imply a slight tinge of 
arrogance, in a young man wishing to appear older, and conse- 
quently of higher importance, than his youthful appearance indi- 
cated. Kurnort.—[Grorttvs. | 
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Ver. 21. 7éXAnodv cov ra bTapyxovra. It is evident that our 
Lord’s command could only refer to the individual to whom he 
addressed himself, or, at most, to those who at that particular 
time became his disciples. The youth no doubt had understood 
the commandments, in the observance of which he had boasted, 
in that sense which the Jewish doctors had put upon them, and 
which Christ had reprehended in the Sermon on the Mount. 
This recommendation, therefore, was intended to lower the high 
opinion which he entertained of himself, and to make trial of the 
sincerity which he professed, and to convince him of the neces- 
sity of sacrificing every thing most valuable in this life in the 
cause of the religion of the Gospel. But it cannot be inferred 
that Christians are hereby bound to sell all their goods and give 
them to the poor, thereby in effect becoming one of those to be 
relieved out of their own possessions. That there were rich 
men in the church even in the apostolic times is clear from . 
1 Tim. vi. 17. James i. 10. ii. 2. nor does the Apostle require 
his converts to sell al/, but merely to give of their abundance, 
2 Cor. viii. 12. If, therefore, riches fall into the hands of those 
who know how to use them to God’s glory, and the relief of 
their indigent fellow-creatures, there can be no necessity for 
parting with them, which is only required when they interfere 
with the duty and profession of a Christian. In the first ages of 
the Gospel its advancement was attended with persecutions and 
dangers of every description, which would not admit of the ad- 
ditional care and concern which the management of great pos- 
sessions demand, so that an entire renunciation of the world be- 
came a necessary exercise of self-denial, especially in those who 
were more immediately engaged in the service of Christ. The 
case is widely different in these times; though the precept will 
doubtless apply in a modified sense to every age and every class 
of believers. We may observe further, that our Lord may have 
had an eye to the Pharisaical idea of perfection on this point. 
According to their decision no person was bound to give the 
poor above the fifth part of his estate, unless in cases of extra- 
ordinary devotion ; but in the Jerusalem Gemara, on Peah I. 1, 
the example of R. Ishbab is produced, as distributing all his 
goods in charity. Wurrsy, Licutroor, Mackxnicur. Of the 
word 7éAsoc see on Matt. v.48. It may also be applied to a 
person fully instructed in his duty, in which sense it is opposed 
to babes in Christ, Heb. v. 12, 13. vi. 1. Compare 1 Cor, ii. 6. 
xiii. 9, 10. Phil. iii. 15. Col, i. 28. So the word 13, gomar, 
is used by the Rabbins of a judge fully instructed in the tradi- 
tions. In Schabbath, p. 31. R. Hillel said to a proselyte, Do 
not that to another which is odious to thyself ; that is the whole 


Law ; and go thy way perfect.. WuITBY. 


Ver, 23. Bacirelay tov ovpavov. See on Matt, ii. 2, In 
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whichever sense the phrase be here understood, this declaration 
will hold equally true. When it was only by persuasion that 
men were brought into a society, hated and persecuted by all the 
ruling powers of the earth, Jewish and Pagan, the rich, who had 
so much to lose, and so much to fear, would not easily be led to 
embrace the Gospel. Compare James ii. 5,6. As little can 
there be any doubt of the justness of the sentiment, in relation to 
the state of the blessed hereafter; when the deceitfulness of 
riches and the snares into which they lead mankind are duly con- 
sidered. So close an analogy runs through all the divine dis- 
pensations, that in most instances such declarations of Scripture 
will admit of either interpretation. In the proverbial illustra- 
tion given by our Lord in the next verse, some critics propose to 
read kdmAov, or at least to render kdundov a cable, upon the 
authority of Euthymius, Theophylact, and Phavorinus. But 
this is of little weight against the testimony of MSS. on the one 
hand, and the frequency of the term in all sorts of writers for 
the beast so denominated on the other. Besides, there was a 
proverb in use among the Jews, although not precisely identical, 
yet so closely szmélar as to prove beyond a doubt that our Lord 
intended to express hyperbolically a thing next to impossible. 
Thus in Talm. Babyl. Tit. Berachoth, p. 55. 2. They do not 
shew a man a palm-tree of gold, nor an elephant going through 
the eye of a needle. Again in Bava Mexia, p. 38. 2. R. She- 
shith answered R. Amram, who had advanced an absurdity: 
Perhaps thou art one of the Pombedithians, who can make an 
elephant pass through the eye of a needle. Among the Babylo- 
nians, with whom perhaps the proverb originated, elephants were 
not uncommon, but they were strangers in Judea; so that the 
camel, which was the largest animal known to the Jews, na- 
turally gave the turn to the expression. The saying, however, 
according to the Jewish form, occurs in the Koran, Sura VII. 
37. The impious, who in his arrogance shall accuse our doctrine 
of falsity, shall find the gates of heaven shut ; nor shall he enter 
there till a camel shall pass through the eye of a needle. Camr- 
BELL, Grotius, LiguTroot, WetsTEIN, MicuaE.is.—[ Wuirt- 
BY.] Many excellent MSS., followed by some versions, instead 
of dueADety read cio Ociv. But the sense is decisive in favour of 
the received lection. The rich here spoken of are those who 
trust in riches, Mark x. 24. See on Matt. v. 3. 


Ver, 25, tewdhooovro opddoa. This alarm was naturally 
suggested by the general knowledge which the disciples had of 
the world: they were aware all men were either rich or desired 
to be so. But the declaration of our Lord is plainly hyperbo- 
lical, and to be understood within certain limitations, and as de- 
noting extreme difficulty rather than actual impossibility. It is 
confined too, as before remarked, in its primary sense, to the 
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entrance of men into the Gospel kingdom upon earth; so that 
those who were already Christians, and employed their wealth 
properly, are excepted: and even those who come under the 
class to which our Lord more immediately alluded may be in- 
duced, as he goes on to affirmy by the influence of the Holy 
Spirit, and the promises which the Gospel holds out, to accept 
the conditions of salvation proposed to them.. Hence the advice 
of St. Paul in 1 Tim. vi. 17. sqq. Joseph of Arimathea, Nico- 
demus, Joanna, the wife of Chusa, Herod’s steward, and Manen, 
Herod’s foster-brother, were remarkable instances of this tri- 
umphant power of grace. Celsus objected against this declara- 
tion of Christ, that it was only a poor imitation of the Platonic 
maxim, ayabdv civar diapepdvTwe, Kat wAObatoy eivar StapEeodv- 
tTwe, adbvarov. Of the divine Omnipotence, compare Gen. 
xviii. 14. Job xlii. 2. Jerem. xxxii. 17. So Homer, Il. T. 90. 
Dede dia Tavra TteAevTG. See my note in loc. Le CiEeRc, Gro- 
TIus, MAackNIGHT. 


Ver, 27. ri doa torar jpiv; What shall we have therefore ? 
Scil. what reward, what treasure in heaven? v. 21. The question 
proposed by Peter does not appear to have been dictated by a 
feeling of disappointment or dissatisfaction, as some have sup- 
posed, but from the simple wish, tinged perhaps with a degree 
of conscious self-applause, of ascertaining the reward, which 
would be assigned to him and the other Apostles, who had ac- 
tually done what the young ruler had not the courage and the 
virtue to do. It is true they had no wealth to relinquish, but 
what little they had they cheerfully parted with: they gave-up 
their all : they took up their cross and followed Christ. Porreus. 
—[Macxnieut.] The expression here employed occurs in Xen. 
Anab. I. 7. 7. a&wovvrec cidévae ri opiow tora, édv KpaTiowoty. 
II. 1. 8. ri Zora oie orparirarc. Aristoph. Nub. 430. add’ 
Zorat col TovTo wap juwyv. A somewhat similar example is no- 
ticed on Matt. xviii. 19. Kypxn, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 28. The opinions of the commentators upon this passage 
are widely different, and it is unquestionably involved in consi- 
derable difficulty. In the first place, as to the punctuation, some 
refer the words év 77 wadvyyevecta to the participle acoAovIhoar- 
rec, as denoting the great change which began to take place in 
manners and doctrine from the preaching of John the Baptist. 
But the Syriac version has what is equivalent to an seculo novo, 
which in the Oriental idiom denotes a future state of being. 
As they were wont to call the creation yéveoic, any remarkable 
restoration or renovation of the face of things was very suitably 
termed wadcyyevecia. The return of the Israelites to their own 
land after the Babylonish captivity is so called. in Joseph. Ant. 
XI. 3. 9. and Cicero adopts the Greek term to denote the. re- 
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stitution of his rights and property after his return from exile : 
Epist. Attic. VI. 6. Philo also, in his Life of Moses, and Cle- 
ment; in his Epistle to the Corinthians, call the restoration of the 
world after the flood by the same name. It is clear, therefore, that 
the words should be referred to the verb xaSiceoOe in the subse- 
quent clause, by placing the point at pov. But here again a new 
difficulty occurs as to the particular period which the word maAry- 
yevecta is intended to designate: by some it has been referred 
to the Millenium, and Burnet, in his Theory of the Earth, Vol. 
II. p. 229. has founded an argument upon this passage to prove 
the renovation of the earth at that crisis. But this supposition, 
principally founded upon Rev. xx. 4., like the doctrine of the 
Millenium itself, is, to say the least, uncertain and precarious. 
Somewhat analogous, and nearly as unsatisfactory, is the opinion 
that our Lord alludes to the final conversion and restoration of 
the Jews after the destruction of Antichrist. The chief support 
to this hypothesis is derived from the circumstance that the 
twelve tribes of Israel are the only persons to be judged, which 
is interpreted to imply that the Apostles, not by a resurrection of 
their persons, but by a reviviscence of that spirit which resided 
in them, and chiefly by the Gospel, shall be mainly instrumental 
in their conversion. But this limitation of the judicial power of 
the Apostles can only be urged in opposition to another interpre- 
tation of the passage, which is nevertheless very generally re- 
ceived, and with great appearance of probability, that the rege- 
neration in question is that which shall take place at the day of 
judgment. That this view of the case cannot be admitted with- 
out some limitations is evident, not only from the fact that both 
Jew and Gentile shall then be judged, (Rom. ii. 16.) but that the 
Saints also, as well as the Apostles, shall be concerned in the 
judgment of the world at the last day, (1 Cor. vi. 2.) so that no 
peculiar distinction will apply to the latter in this respect. It is 
more than probable, therefore, that the regeneration here in- 
tended is that which took place at the first preaching of Chris- 
tianity after the ascension, and that the kingdom then conferred 
upon the Apostles; which is here described by their sitting upon 
twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel, is that minis- 
terial authority with which they were invested by Christ, and 
with which he had been previously invested by his Father. Com- 
pare John xvii. 18. xx. 21. In the very similar passage, Luke 
xxii. 30. the figure here employed is coupled with that of eating 
and drinking at the table of Christ, an expression which clearly 
denotes a participation, inferior only to that of their Lord him- 
self, in the honours and the authority of his mediatorial kingdom. 
There is also an evident allusion to the prophecy respecting the 
erection of the Messiah’s kingdom in Dan. vi. 9—13. I beheld 
till the thrones were set, §c. for so the passage should be ren- 
dered, not cast down, as in E. T. Sitting on thrones is, there- 
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fore, a figurative expression, in allusion to the custom of princes 
having their ministers ranged round them in council; or, more 
probably, to the Jewish Sanhedrim, in which the high priest sat 
surrounded by the principal rulers and doctors of the law. The 
verb xoivew, in the sense of governing or presiding, is sanc- 
tioned by Gen. xlix. 16. Judg. xii. 7. 1 Sam. viii. 5. Wisd. iii. 
8. iv. 14, v. 17. Artemidor. II. 12. xpivew yap rd doxew Edeyov 
oi wadaoi. Hence the meaning of the passage is, that the 
Apostles were to rule the Christian Church, of which the Jewish 
was a type, by the laws of the Gospel, which their Master in- 
spired them to preach; and by the infallible decisions respecting 
faith and practice, which he enabled them to give in all difficult 
cases. ‘To this interpretation it is indeed objected, that the only 
other text in which Christ is spoken of as sétting upon the throne 
of his glory, (Matt. xxv. 31.) relates certainly to the final judg- 
ment. Butin that place circumstances, which are here omitted, 
are introduced to define the sense; not to mention that many 
similar, though not precisely the same expressions occur in rela- 
tion to the period immediately subsequent to the ascension. 
Compare Mark xvi. 19. Acts vii. 55, 56. Col, iii. 1. Ephes. i. 
20. sqq. Heb. i. 3. viii. 1. x. 12. xii. 2. It is highly probable, 
also, that the Regeneration here spoken of is identical with the 
kaiod¢e dciopAdcewe, which limited the duration of carnal ordi- 
nances, Heb. ix. 10. and with the péAdAwy aiov, Heb. vi. 5. 
(compare Heb. ii. 5. Ephes. ii. 7.) which relates to the Messiah’s 
kingdom upon earth, as predicted in Isatah ix. 6. LXX, where 
he is called ware tov wédXovrog ai@voc. At the same time the 
promise may fairly be extended, as that in v. 23., to the general 
resurrection, so as to include both interpretations. And this 
conclusion seems to be warranted by the following verse, where 
our Lord’s declaration relates to all his faithful followers in all 
times and ages of the world, and the blessing announced is both 
temporal and eternal. It is no objection that Judas was one of 
the twelve to whom the promise was made. Our Lord knew 
that he would fall from his office and dignity, but as Matthias 
filled his place, and so stood entitled to the promise, it was evi- 
dently unnecessary to make any particular distinction. Ham- 
MOND, Ligurroor, Grorius, CamMpBELL.—[Wuitsy, Le CLerc, 
DopprIDGE. | 


Ver. 29. éxarovramwAactova Afperar. Mark x. 30. tv ry caro 
Totty, pera Suwypov, i.e. they shall receive more than they 
part with; in the inward satisfaction and divine consolations at- 
tending real religion, in the delights of a good conscience, and 
the affectionate communion of all good Christians, which shall 
support them under the persecutions to which they will neces- 
sarily be exposed. Of this St. Paul was an illustrious example. 
See 2 Cor. vi. 8. sqq. which may be considered not only as an, 
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admirable comment upon our Lord’s declaration, but as an exact 
fulfilment of the prediction contained in it. Doppriper, Por- 
TEUS. 


Ver. 30. wodXot 88 Zoovrark. rt. A2 The Jews, who had been 
the chosen people of God, and who will be first invited to the 
reception of the Gospel by the preaching of the Apostles, will be 
the last to partake of it, and to obtain its promises; and the 
Gentiles, who have had none of the privileges of a covenant with 
God, and to whom the offer of the Gospel will not be made till 
the Jews have rejected it, will be the first in the kingdom of 
grace and of glory. To illustrate this position our Lord deli- 
vered the parable in the opening of the next chapter, in which, 
however, the application is not only particular but general, and 
intended for the instruction of all Christians whatsoever. See 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 406. Wuirsy, Doppripes. 





CHAPTER Xx. 


‘Contents :— The parable of the labourers in the vineyard, wv. 
1—16. Christ again predicts his death and passion, wv. 
17—19. [Mark x. 32. Luke xviii. 31.] Ambition of the sons 
of Zebedee, vv. 20—28. [Mark x. 35.] Two blind men healed 
at Jericho, vv. 29—34, [Mark x. 46. Luke xviii. 35.] 


Verse 1. av0pw7y oixodeordry. This pleonasm is very com- 
mon. Compare Matt. xi. 19. xiii. 45. xvi. 23. and elsewhere. 
Of the custom alluded to in this parable, see Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 482. The scope and design of its principal parts 
have been variously explained by different commentators. Some 
imagine that it was intended to teach us that God converts 
some in childhood, some in youth, some in their riper years, 
some in the decline of life, and others in old age. But this is 
altogether at variance with the declaration with which the parable 
concludes, since all who are called in this acceptation must be 
chosen also. It would also follow as a necessary inference that 
the rewards of the righteous are all equal, and that this equality 
was the cause of murmuring and discontent among the saints in 
heaven ; an inference which is directly opposed to other passages 
of Scripture, as well as to reason and common sense. Others 
explain the first call of the preaching of the Baptist, and the 
earlier days of Christ’s ministry, that at the third hour, as re- 
’ lating to the first mission of the Apostles to preach among the 
Jews; those of the sixth and ninth hours of the Apostolic exer- 
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tions among the Jews in Judea and elsewhere, subsequently to 
the descent of the Holy Ghost; and that at the eleventh hour of 
the call of the Gentiles: but the nicety of these distinctions is 
too laboured and minute. It should rather seem that the parable 
is entirely prophetical of the extent to which the Jews would 
carry their prejudices, and the difficulty with which they would 
be led to admit that Gentile converts were to partake of the same 
privileges with themselves. See ony. 11. They prided them- 
selves in their adherence for so many ages to the worship of the 
true God, and in the great extremities to which they had been 
sometimes reduced on account of it: and it seems natural to 
interpret the burning and heat of the day in reference to these, 
rather than any other hardships which the Jewish converts en- 
dured, since it does not appear that believing Gentiles met with 
less ill treatment than the Jews. -Macknigut, DoppRIDGE.— 
[Wuitsy. | 

Ibid. &ua rowt. This is an elliptical form for dua obv ro 
mowt. Compare Ecclus. xi. 6. Jerem. xx. 16. LXX. So dua 
Th nuéoa, Xen. Hellen. I. 6. 10. 1 Mace. iv. 6. dua ty, Thucyd. 
IV. 32. The phrase here used is found also in Thucyd. IV. 1. 
apa 08 wowt éofaddvrec. A similar Latin idiom occurs in Plaut. 
Mercat. II. 1. 31. Mane cum luci simul. So Cistell. II. 1. 53. 
cum prima luci, where the dative form is used for the ablative. 
ALBERT, KYPKE. 


Ver. 2. ix Snvagiov tiv npéoav. A denarius was the usual 
price of a day’s labour among the Romans, as well as among the 
Jews. Tacit. Annal. I. 17. Denis indiem assibus animam et 
corpus estimart, hine vestem, arma, tentoria, hinc sevitiam cen- 
turionum, et vacationes munerum redimi. Compare also Tobit 
v. 14. It is, therefore, justly mentioned in Rev. vi. 6. as a 
proof of the great scarcity of provision, that a chenix of wheat, 
(about an English guart,) which was the usual allowance of one 
man for a day, was sold at that price. The preposition ék is 
generally omitted before the genitive of the price, as in v. 13. 
See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 342. Before ijépav some supply kara, 
but cic is more correct, as denoting only a single day. Polyb. 
VI. 37. sic rov piva. So in Latin, im, Ovid. Met. Il. 47. 
Inque diem alipedum jus et moderamen equorum. We have the 
same ellipsis in Numb. xxviii. 3. LXX. The verb ounpwvety 
is properly a musical term, expressive of harmony: hence it 
denotes generally to consent ; and so to bargain: as here, and 
in Acts v. 9. So Diod. Sic. Exc. Val. p. 318. 6 08 réy Tada- 
TOV Hyobpevoe ovppwvicac pucboy yre rovrov. DopprineE, 
Kurnoret, Kyrxe. Various rules and regulations with respect 
to hired labourers, and the proportion of wages for a day or 
parts of a day, are laid down with great exactness in the tract of 
Maimonides, entitled “ Hering,” and in Bava Meiszia, §. 7. 

VOL. I. R 
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There are many similitudes also in the Talmud, closely parallel 
to this parable of our Lord, and in which the principal part even 
of the phraseology may be found. The following is from Bera- 
choth, p. 5, 3. To what was R. Bon Bar Chaija like? To a 
king who hired many labourers; among which there was one 
hired, who performed his work extraordinarily well. What dod 
the hing ? He took: him aside, and walked with him to and fro: 
and when even was come, the labourers came that they might 
receive their hire, and he gave him a complete hire with the 
rest. And the labourers murmured, saying ; We have laboured 
hard all the day, and this man only two hours, yet he has re- 
ceived as much wages as we. The king saith unto them; He 
hath laboured more in those two hours, than you in the whole 
day. So R. Bon plied the law more in eight and twenty years 
than another in a hundred years. Some have thought the same 
turn which is given by the Talmudists, should also be given to 
the parable of our Lord; but of this it is clear that the scope and 
design thereof will not admit. It has also been thought, that 
this and other of the Gospel parables, have been borrowed by 
the Jewish writers, who came after the time of Christ. But it 
seems more probable, that our Lord modelled to his own use the 
maxims and proverbs then in use, since it is scarcely to be ima- 
gined that the hatred which they bore to Christ and his religion 
would have allowed them to imitate his sayings. LigHTroor, 
Wuirny.—[Lr Crerc.] 


Ver. 4. 3 tav 4 Sixaov.. Whatever is reasonable. Compare 
Phil.i. 7. Col. iv. 1. 2 Pet. i. 13. The same words in v. 7. 
are omitted in several MSS. versions and Fathers; and for 
Afeobe, some read Séow duty, probably from this place. Kur- 
NOEL, DoDDRIDGE. 


Ver. 8. to éaitodty. Of the duties of this servant, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 485. He seems to have been 
nearly the same with our bazliff. Hesych. émirpdmoc* & mpoo- 
TaTwov xwolwy Kai dXAn¢ Tig ovctac. By the Romans he was 
called procurator. Cic. pro Cecin. §. 20. Procurator dicitur 
omnium rerum ejus—quast quidam poene dominus, hoc est, alient 
Juris vicarius. In vy. 9, 10. the preposition ava is used adver- 
bially, stngulatim. So in Rev. xxi. 21. ava ele fkaoroc. Kur- 
NOEL. 

Ver. 11. tyéyyvZov. That: this was the case of the Jews, 
upon a general notion of the Gentiles being admitted into the 
same Church privileges with themselves, is evident from a variety 
of Scriptures. See Acts xi. 2, 3. xiii. 45. sqq. xvii. 5. 13. 


xvii. 6. 13. xxii, 21, 22. xxviii. 29. Rom. xi. 28. 1 Thess. 
i. 16, Doppriver. 
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Ver. 12. piav &pav zroinoayvy. These words are sometimes 
rendered have spent one hour ; as if those who had been first en- 
gaged, intended to speak slightingly of those who had come last 
into the vineyard. That the verb wovety will admit of this sense, 
is evident from Jobst x. ‘7. LXX. Acts xv. 33. xviii. 23. 2 Cor. 
xi. 25. James iv. 13. So also Eurip. Hippol. 37. éuavrov 
wo.tv tw tie wateisoc. Lucilius in Anthol. II. 1. 8. vixra 
Héonv éroinoe. Facto is employed in the same sense by Seneca; 
Epist. 66. Quamvis autem paucissimos una fecerimus dies, 
tamen multi nobis sermones fuerunt. In this case, however, 
the adverb és, or the words év 7 aumeA@v, would, in all 
probability, have been added; so that it is better to understand 
Zoyov. Of zoey in the sense of goyaZeoOa, there are ex- 
amples in Ruth ii. 19. LXX. Matt. xxi. 28. So Columell. de Re 
Rust. 11. 2. facere agrum. Kutnoret, Wuitspy.—[WETSTEIN, 
Pawatret. | . 


Ver. 13. éraips, ovk adiucw oe. The salvation of the Gentiles 
is no impediment to that of the Jews; but eternal life is offered 
to both on the same terms. The gift is God’s, who has therefore 
a right to bestow it upon whom he pleases, and upon what con- 
ditions he may choose to appoint.—The word éraipe is an affable 
form of address from a superior to one in a lower rank of 
life; sometimes indicative of a gentle reproof. Compare Matt. 
xxii. 12. xxvi. 50. The expression 6¢0aApudc¢ rovnpdc, denoting 
envy or covetousness, is explained on Matt. vi. 22. On the 
other hand, ayafde frequently signifies bountiful or liberal: as 
Matt. xii. 12. Acts ix. 36. James iii. 17. and elsewhere. See 
also Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 298. Kurnort, Grorius, Lz 
CLERC. 


Ver. 16. moAXot yao tiot KAnrol, x. 7t. A. In some places of 
the N. T. as, for instance, Rev. xvii. 14. the terms xAnroi and 
zcAekrot, seem to be nearly synonymous, as applied to those who, 
being called, obeyed the invitation, and therefore are become the 
elect, or chosen, of God. The former appellation also, is sometimes 
used of those who are not only called, but who received the call, 
and are therefore essentially Christians: as Rom. i. 6. 1 Cor. i. 
1, 2. 24. and elsewhere. But the words are properly distinct ; re- 
ferring to two different stages in the Gospel dispensation. In 
fact, the terms were originally Jewish forms of expression, and 
thence applied by Christ and his Apostles to similar distinctions 
in his own Church. The Jews had been selected from all 
other nations, and called to peculiar privileges, as the chosen 
people of God; whence they were denominated «Anrot_ and 
2cAcxrol indifferently. Thus the whole nation are called é- 
Xexrot, Psalm cv. 6. but such as were set apart to any distin- 
guished office, were more ey so denominated; as Moses, 

; R 
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Psalm evi. 23. David, Psalm \xxxix. 3. Saul, 2 Sam. xxi. 6. 
Hence, in this parable, the kAnroi, or called, are those of the 
Jews who were invited to the marriage-supper of the Gospel, but 
slighted and rejected it, (Luke xiv. 18.): the éxAexroi, on the 
other hand, are those who embraced the call, and are therefore 
denominated by St. Paul, the écAoyi, and the remnant kar’ 
txAoynv, Rom. xi. 6, 7. Some would extend the import of the 
maxim to Christians in all ages; so that the cAnrot would be 
those who are mere professors of the religion of Jesus, and the 
éxAexrot those who have so received the Gospel, as to be ap- 
proved and chosen of God. But, in this place at least, the scope 
of the parable will not admit of such an interpretation. Of the 
custom to which our Lord alludes, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 200. Wurrsy, Grorrus.—[Ku1noEt. | 


Ver. 18. xataxpwovow airov Oavatw. That is, caraxgwov- 
ow avroy sivat évdxov Oavarov, as stated by Mark xiv. 64. The 
Jews had now no judicial power of life and death. By rote 
20vecu the Romans are intended, and crucifixion was a Roman 
punishment. Grotius. This prediction is a remarkable proof 
of the prophetic powers of Christ ; for, humanly speaking, it was 
much more probable that he should have been privately assass¢- 
nated, or stoned, in some zealous transport of popular fury, than 
solemnly condemned before a Roman tribunal. Indeed, when 
the Jews condemned him for blasphemy, which was legally 
punishable by stoning ; and when Pilate at last gave them per- 
mission to judge him according to their own law, (Matt. xxvi. 65, 
66. John xviii. 31. xix. 7.) it is wonderful that this death was not 
decreed against him. But all this was done that the Scripture 
might be fulfilled. DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 20. 4 witne Tov viev Z. Her name was Salome. Com- 
pare Mark xv. 40. with Matt. xxvii. 56. ‘The request which 
she now made to Christ, probably originated in the promise just 
given to the Apostles, of sitting on twelve thrones, judging the 
twelve tribes of Israel. She seems to have alluded to a custom 
of the Sanhedrim, in which the two principal officers, called 46 
Beth Diu, the father of the council, and Chacham, the sage, 
sate on the right and left hand respectively of the Nast, or Pre- 
sident. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 115. At all events, ¢o 
sit on the right hand and left hand was always a mark of the 
most exalted dignity. Compare 1 Sam. xx. 25. 1 Kings ii. 19. 
Psalm xlv. 9. cx. i. 1. Esdr. iii. 7. iv. 42. 1 Macc. x. 63. 
Keclus. xii. 12. Joseph. Ant. XI. 4. According to Mark x. 35. 
James and John presented the request for themselves: i. e. they 
presented it through the medium of their mother. See on Matt. 
vii. 5. They may probably have been induced to make it, in 
consideration of their near relationship with Christ, and the 
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peculiar favour and attachment with which he regarded them. 
Wuitsy, Dopprince, Grotivs. 


Ver. 22. ovx oidars, ti aitetofc. That is, you do not justly 
comprehend the nature of my kingdom, which will rather call 
you to suffer after my example, than to temporal advantage and 
agerandizement. Of the metaphorical signification of the word 
cup, as denoting the portion of good or evil which is assigned 
to men in this life, see my note on Hom. II. Q. 527. The meta- 
phor of baptism also is familiar in Scripture, to signify a person 
overwhelmed with calamities, as it were with a flood of waters. 
Compare Psalm xlii. 7. lxix. 2. Ixxxviii. 7. Cant. viii. '7. Jerem. 
xlvil. 2. Ezek. xxvi. 19. Dan, ix. 26. Jon. ii. 3. Christ also 
speaks of his death, as of a baptism to be baptized with, Luke 
xil. 50. and the same figure is employed by profane writers. . 
Achill. Tat. III. p. 179. ed. Salm. ri rnAucotrov Houchoapyev, wo 
év dAtyaic iypépac Tocobty TAHOE KataBarticbivar Kako. 
Somewhat similar is the expression kaxwy 7éAayoc, illustrated 
in my note on Aisch. Theb. 755. Pent. Gr. p. 457. So Virg. 
fin, VI. 512. His mersere malis. It is supposed by some, 
that our Lord alludes to the cruelty of baptism, as practised by 
the Jews; the whole body being immersed in water even in the 
coldest seasons; in consequence of which, as the Talmudists 
relate in Berachoth, p. 6, 3. the women of Galilee were fre- 
quently barren. But this is somewhat strained and unnatural. 
According to the prediction here delivered, James and John 
were baptized with Christ’s baptism. The former was put to 
death by Herod, (Acts xii. 2.): and the latter was banished to 
the isle of Patmos, (Rev. i. 9.) There is also a tradition: that 
John was cast into a cauldron of boiling oil at Rome, which is 
received by Chrysostom, but rejected by Tertullian. It is not to 
be doubted, however, that he had his share of the persecutions 
from which none of Christ’s Apostles were exempted. WuirTsy, 
Doppripce, Macxnicut, Kurnory.—[Licutroot.] It should 
be observed, thatthe whole clause #75 Pamriopa, x. r. A. and that 
corresponding to it in the subsequent verse, are in this Gospel 
wanting in several MSS. and some versions and Fathers. But 
they are found in the greater number of copies, and perfectly 
coincide with the scope of the passage, nor is there any sufficient 
authority, as some have thought, to Justify their omission. Wrr- 
STEIN, CAMPBELL.—[GriesBacH, Mixx, Grorivs. | 


Ver. 23. ov tor iuov x. 7. A. According to the E. T. and 
some other versions, there is here an ellipsis of the verb do6/- 
cera, and the sense thus supplied affords some colour to the 
Arian and Socinian heresies. By disclaiming all discretionary 
power in the distribution of future rewards, our Lord is thus 
made to acknowledge his inferiority to the Father, there being 
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some power which the Father has reserved to himself, and not 
committed to the Son. But the fact is, that there is no ellipsis 
whatever in the passage; for the conjunction aA\d, when, as mn 
this place, it is not followed by a verb, but by anoun or pronoun, 
is equivalent with « pj, except. Compare Matt. xvii. 8. with 
Mark ix. 8. Hence the expression here employed argues no 
defect in the power of Christ, but merely a perfect conformity to 
his Father's will; in accordance with which he can assign the ~ 
chief places in the kingdom of heaven to those only, whose 
pre-eminent faith and fortitude deserve them. The Socinian 
tenets, supported by the received translation of this verse, are in 
direct opposition to Luke xxii. 29. 1 Cor. xii. 5. Rev. i. Zi. 
Wuitsy, Macknicut, CAMPBELL. : 


Ver, 25. oldare, Sri oi doxovrec x. Tt. A. It cannot be inferred 
from this passage, as some have contended, that the exercise of 
all dominion is forbidden in a Christian community. The autho- 
rity of parents over their children, of masters over their servants, 
of magistrates, kings, and ecclesiastical rulers, is enforced in 
such clear and positive terms in other parts of the N. T. as to 
set aside any such conclusion. Compare Rom. xiii. 6. 1 Cor. 
v. 5. xii, 28. 2 Cor. iv. 21. x. 6. 8. xiii. 10. Ephes. vi. 1. 5. 
Coloss. iii. 22. 1 Thess. v. 12. 1 Tim. vi. 1. 2 Tim. i. 20. Heb. 
xiii, 7.17. It has also been supposed that our Lord employed 
the compound verbs caraxvorebey and. xareEovoraZev, in order 
to express an indirect reprehension of tyrannical and arbitrary 
power, in which sense they are used in Nehem. v. 14, 15. ix. 37. 
Ezra vii. 24. Psalm x. 5. 10. Eeclus. xx. 8. But in Luke 
xxii. 25. the simple verbs only are used; not to mention that 
kings and governors among the Gentiles cannot be supposed to 
have been always guilty of mal-administration. It was simply 
our Lord’s intention to check the ambitious pride of his disciples, 
by assuring them that his kingdom was not, as they imagined, of 
the same nature with the kingdoms of the world; but that the 
true dignity of the Christian will arise more from the service 
which he does to others, than the power he possesses over them. 
In this they were to follow the example of their Master, whose 
greatness consisted not in being ministered. to by men, but in 
ministering to them, by healing their sick, feeding the hungry, | 
instructing the ignorant, and giving his life as a ransom for the 
sins of the world. The request of the two brethren plainly 
shews that they did not understand our Lord’s declaration to 
Peter in Matt. xvi. 18. as designed to invest him with any autho- 
rity over the rest of the Apostles; and the reply which Christ 
here gives, is decisive on that head. DoppripeE, WHITBY, 
Macxnieut. Some have supposed that the pronoun airy re- 
lates to the Gentiles only in the first clause of the verse, and that 
it 1s repeated in reference to dexovrec, which is understood to 
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denote the governors of provinces, and therefore holding domi- 
nion under the Roman emperors, who are termed peydAo.. But 
this is less natural; and the repetition of the same sentiment in 
different words in this, and again in v. 27. is merely for the sake 
of emphasis. Kurnort.—[Grotivs. | 


Ver. 28. Xitpov avrt woAX@v. The word dérpor signifies a 
ransom, or price of redemption, whether from death, captivity, 
or any other state of misery whatsoever. In Ewod. xxi. 30. 
LXX. it is used for the Hebrew })"ND, pedion, the ransom for a 
man’s life. But it more generally corresponds in the LXX with 
the Hebrew 153, copher, which signifies a piacular sacrifice ; 
as in Numb. xxxy. 31. Prov. vi. 35.: in which latter place 
several other versions use é&(Aaopa, and the LXX themselves 
also translate the verb 193, by 2&:Aac0a, in Levit. iv. 20. x. 17. 
Psalm evi. 30. In this sense also the Greek word is employed in 
Lucian. D. D. p. 125. xoidv reOicecOa AbToa Uri eyWov. He- 
sych. 2&iAacpa’ avridvtpov. With respect to the efficacy of 
‘vicarious sacrifices, the whole Gentile world, as well as the Jews, 
were very generally persuaded that piacular victims were accepted 
as an atonement for the life of an offender; and that the life of 
one person was, in some cases, given for the life of another. 
These persons were called avrupuyol, and there is an oracular 
response in Aristid. Sacr. V. founded upon this notion, wherein 
Pox avrt Wuxiie is required. So Virg. Ain. V. 85. Unum pro 
multis dabitur caput. Compare also Josh. ii. 14. LXX. Joseph. 
de Maccab. p. 1090. C. Porphyr. de Abstin. IV. 15. Eurip. 
Pheen. 1011. Alcest. 293. See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 157. Our Lord, therefore, clearly meant, and was under- 
stood by the Apostles to mean, that he gave his life instead of 
the life of others. Some, indeed, have supposed, that the words 
Aéirpov avti woAAGy mean, one ransom instead of many ransoms ; 
i. e. the many prescribed by the Jewish law; and the Socinians 
affirm, that the death of Christ was not intended as a substitute 
for that of men, but as the seal and ratification of the New Cove- 
nant. The criticism, upon which this depends, is supported by 
Deut. vii. 8. LXX, where the verb éAuredcaro signifies simply, 
delivered from captivity. But there no ransom is mentioned ; 
whereas the death of Christ is here expressly stated as the 
Nérpov, and the sense of the passage is confirmed beyond all 
doubt by the use of the preposition avri in its strong and original 
_ sense of instead, in the place of. The word woAd@v has also 
been a stumbling-block, as seeming to imply, that redemption is 
not universal. Some have argued, therefore, that roAXot is used 
of believers only; but it is far more satisfactory to understand 
woAAot in the sense of révrec, which it clearly bears in a variety 
of passages. Compare especially Dan. xii. 2. with John v. 
28, 29. and Rom. v. 15. 19. with 1 Cor. xv. 12. 22. Again, a 
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question has arisen, whether the prevalent opinion respecting the 
Messiah, that he would not be subject to death, (John xii. 34.) 
would have allowed the Apostles to understand Jesus as speaking 
to the effect which his words imply. It is certain, indeed, that 
they did not altogether comprehend the nature and intent of 
Christ’s sufferings, even after his repeated declarations on that 
subject ; still it is equally true that many of the more enlightened 
Jews expected that their Messiah would make some sort of expi- 
ation for the sins of their nation. He is spoken of, for instance, 
as (DD WN, aish copher, which is equivalent with avijo Abroou, 
an appellation which probably originated in Dan. ix. 24. where 
it is predicted that he should make reconciliation for iniquity. 
Compare Matt. xxvi. 28. John xi. 51, 52. Ephes. v. 2. 1 Tim. 
ii. 6. Heb. ix. 14. 28. Wurirsy, Le Cuerc, KypKre, Kvurnoet. 
—[Grotius, Catvin, WakEFIELD.] There is a remarkable 
addition to this passage in the Codea Bez@, and some MSS. 
and Versions; but it is evidently an interpolation from some 
Apocryphal Gospel. 


Ver. 29. txropevopévwv aitev amd ‘Teprxo, x. t. AX. The 
event here related is generally admitted by the commentators to 
be the same with that recorded in Mark x. 46. Luke xviii. 35. 
At the same time there are several apparent discrepancies in the 
three accounts respectively, which have given rise to various 
methods of reconciling the Evangelists with each other, and 
have induced some to suppose that two at least, if not three dis- 
tinct occurrences, are intended. That the cures are the same 
will scarcely be doubted by any who attentively observe the 
sameness of the incidents in the three several narratives. Two 
facts only, of apparently great importance it must be owned, con- 
stitute the difficulty: 1. Matthew and Mark state the cure to 
have been effected as Jesus departed from Jericho, whereas 
Luke relates it as he drew near to that city; 2. Two blind men 
were cured according to Matthew, while Mark and Luke men- 
tion only one, whose name, according to the former, was Bar- 
. timeus. In order to account for the first of these discrepancies 
some suppose that one blind man was cured as Jesus entered, 
and the other as he left the city; that Luke speaks of the first, 
Mark of the other, and that Matthew includes both in one nar- - 
ration. But it is scarcely probable that the people would have 
reproved Bartimeeus for his importunity, if a cure of the same re- 
markable character had been wrought but a short time before, 
at the entrance into the town. The same objection applies to 
the supposition that there were two towns of the same name, but 
distinguished as Old and New Jericho, and that the cures were 
performed at the entrance of Christ into one, and his departure 
from the other, respectively. Others again conjecture that Jesus 
passed the man as he entered the city without healing him, in 
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order to try his faith, but cured him on his return, and another 
who had joined him. This evidently does not remove the diffi- 
culty, the whole of which in fact resides in the incorrect ren- 
dering of St. Luke’s expression év ro éyyiZev. Not only the 
E. T., but other versions also have understood this to mean as 
he drew near, whereas it should unquestionably be translated in- 
definitely while he was near. It is thus left undetermined at 
which extremity of the city the miracle was wrought; and that 
the words will bear this construction is amply confirmed by 
Isaiah i. 8. Jerem. xxiii. 23.. LXX. Luke x. 9. xv. 1. xviii. 40. 
xix. 29. Rom. xiii. 12. With respect to the number of the per- 
sons to whom sight was restored, the opinion of Augustine, (de 
Cons. Evang. II. 124.) is very probable, that one of the beggars 
was more remarkable than the other, being the son of Timceus, 
who had formerly perhaps been a person of some distinction, 
and that having fallen into poverty and blindness he was forced 
to beg for his bread: he may also have made himself remarkable 
by the extraordinary earnestness of his application. An instance 
of similar discrepancy occurs in Matt. vill. 28. Vide locum. 
Doppriver, Grotius, Newcome.—[Licutroot, Macknicurt, 
Carvin, &c.] 


Ver. 31. éreriunoev. E. T. rebuked; but Campbell prefers 
charged, observing that the historian did not mean to blame the 
poor men for their importunity, since our Lord both by word 
and deed was accustomed to commend such application. Now 
the Evangelist merely records the transaction, stating that the 
rebuke came from the multitude ; and it does not appear how the 
conduct of the mob is to be charged upon the historian. It is 
true, indeed, that éuruav is sometimes simply to charge, but it 
much more frequently means to rebuke in the N. T., as Matt. 
xvi. 22. Mark ix. 25. and elsewhere; and certainly something 
stronger than a simple admonition might naturally be expected 

- from a collected multitude. They may have deemed it expedient 
to impose silence upon Bartimaeus and his companion from fear 
of the powerful men of the city, in regard to the safety of Jesus, 
or from a wish to prevent any interruption to his passage, or 
from impatience at the disturbance by which his discourse may 
have been rendered inaudible. Of the ellipsis of iva in the fol- - 
lowing verse see my note on Eurip. Phoen. 734, Pent. Gr. p. 
347, 


Ver. 34. iyxod0bOncav air. The allegorical reflection which 
Erasmus makes on this circumstance is beautiful :—Jta sanat 
animum cupiditatibus mundanis eacaecatum suo contactu Jesus, 
et in hoc datur lumen, ut illius sequamur vestigia. MacKNicuT, 
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CHAPTER XxXI. 


Contents :—Christ’s public entry into Jerusalem, and expulsion 
of the money-changers, §c. vv. 1—13. [Mark xi. 1. Luke xix. 
99, John xii. 12.] He heals the sick in the Temple, reproves 
the chief priests, and goes to Bethany, vv. 14—17.. The 
barren fig-tree blasted, vv. 18—22. [Mark xi. 12.]_ The au- 
thority of Christ questioned, and his reply to the chief priests, 
‘vv. 23—27. [Mark xi. 27. Luke xx. 1.] The parable of the 
two sons, vv. 28—32. Parable of the vineyard, its applica- 
tion to the Pharisees, and their consequent indignation, vv. 


33—46. [Mark xii. 1. Luke xx. 9.] 


Verse 1. 8re Hyywoav «7. Xd. Several particulars not re- 
corded by St. Matthew occurred between the miracle related in 
the last chapter and Christ’s public entry into Jerusalem; and 
among others the raising of Lazarus from the dead, which is de- 
tailed in John xi. 17. sqq. This display of omnipotence had 
attracted an amazing multitude around him, and opened the way 
for the completion of one of the most remarkable prophecies in 
Holy Writ. It will be necessary to make a few observations 


[on CHRIST'S TRIUMPHANT ENTRY INTO JERUSALEM. 


The time was now fast approaching when Christ was to com- 
plete the office for which he came into the world, by dying upon 
the cross: previous to this, however, it was necessary that the 
people should honour him with the title of Messtah publicly, 
and give him the opportunity of accepting that august name in 
the most avowed manner before he ascended into heaven. The 
priests, who had issued out a proclamation against him, (John 
xi. 57.) were to be restrained for a while by the popular emotion 
from offering him violence, as he had doctrines to teach, rebukes 
to give, and predictions to deliver, which would otherwise in- 
evitably have ended in a death at once premature, and of a dif- 
ferent nature to that which he was ordained to suffer. With respect 
to the manner of his entry into Jerusalem, it was precisely that 
which indicated the strongest and most unequivocal persuasion of 
the attendant crowds that he was their Messiah and their King. 
The spreading of the garment before him, the carrying of palm 
and other branches, and the acclamations with which they wel- 
comed him, are precisely the tokens by which they acknowledged 
the presence of their princes, and which they expected their 
Messiah to receive. Compare 2 Kings ix. 13. 1 Mace. xiii. 51. 
2 Mace. x. 7. Jos. Ant. II. 83. Phil. de Legg. 1. Aisch. 
Ag. 918. Herod. VII. 54. Plutarch, Cat. Min. 12. and see 
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- Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 87. 318. It has been ob- 
jected, indeed, that there is something mean and ridiculous in 
the idea of the Saviour riding upon an ass; but it should be 
remembered, that the unmerited insignificance of this animal in 
modern times did not attach to it among the early oriental na- 
tions. The Eastern asses are much larger and more beautiful 
than ours, and kings and patriarchs did not disdain to ride upon 
them. Compare Gen. xxii. 3. Exod. iv. 20. Numb. xxii. 21. 
Judg.v. 10. x. 4. 2 Sam. xvi. 2. xvii. 23. xix. 26. and see my 
note on Hom. I. A. 557. The circumstance was an exact ful- 
filment of the prophecy in Zech. ix. 9. and indicative of the 
meekness and humility of Christ, and the gentleness of his ad- 
ministration, at the same time that it exemplified, in the most 
expressive manner, his strict observance of the divine law. God, 
that he might keep the people of Israel in a more sensible de- 
pendence on himself, forbade the use of horses, as also of cha- 
riots, in their armies, see Deut. xvii. 16. Josh. xi. 6. Judg. v. 15. 
David therefore rode on a mule, and ordered Solomon to do so, 
on his coronation day, (1 Kings i. 33, 34.) burnt the chariots he 
took from the enemy, and ham-strung their horses, (2 Sam. viii. 
4.) to make them unfit for war. Afterwards also, when Solomon 
(1 Kings iv. 26.) and succeeding princes multiplied horses, they 
were rebuked by the prophets and chastised by God for it. See 
Isaiah ii. 6, '7. xxxi. 1. Hos. xiv. 3. Compare also Hos. i. 7. 
Micah v. 10, 11. Zech. ix. 10. Of the completion of the pro- 
phecy of Zechariah in Jesus Christ there can be no doubt, not 
only from the declarations of the Evangelists, but from its exact 
application to him, and to no other person whatsoever; for 
though historians speak of the entrances of several princes and 
conquerors into Jerusalem, to none of them will it apply in all its 
minute particulars. It has been supposed, for instance, that it 
may have referred to Zorobabel, but the prophecy was written sub- 
sequent to his residence in the city, after the return from the cap- 
tivity. In its reference to their expected Messiah the Rabbins are 
almost universally agreed. Thus Midrach Koheleth, p. 61, 2. 
Such as our first Redeemer (Moses) was, such also shall be the 
last, (the Messiah); they first set his wife and children upon an 
ass, (Exod. iv. 20.) and so shall it be with the last, of whom tt ts 
said, He is poor, and sitting upon an ass. In Sanhedrim, §. II. 
p. 98. it is said, Sapores, King of Persia, said to R. Samuel, 
You say your Messiah will come upon an ass, I will send hima 
noble horse. To which R. Samuel replied, You have not a 
horse with a hundred spots like hisass. A variety of citations to 
the same effect abound in the Talmud; and in the .Seder Ha- 
gada, or Book of Paschal rites, it is related, that during the 
Paschal feast it was usual for a man, personating the Messiah, 
to vide into the room upon an ass, in allusion to the manner in 
which he was expected to enter Jerusalem. There is a story 
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also in Diod. Sic. Excerp. XXXIV. invented probably by the 
Greeks in derision of this expectation, that Antiochus Epiphanes, 
entering the holy place in the Temple, found there the image of 
aman with a long beard riding on an ass. There is no doubt, 
therefore, that the Jews, at our Lord’s public entry into Jeru- 
salem, were fully impressed with his exact resemblance to Ze- 
chariah’s description, and hailed him accordingly, upon the faith 
of this prediction, as their expected king. Wuitsy, DopDRIDGE, 
Ligutroor, SCHOETTGEN.—[GRrorIUvs. } 

In undertaking this journey to Jerusalem our Lord has been 
accused of attempting to feel how far the populace were disposed 
to favour his pretensions in establishing himself as a king in the 
land, or, at least, of giving occasion to popular tumult and sedi- 
tion. The cavil is completely refuted by every circumstance 
connected with the transaction: he had previously predicted 
that he was going up to Jerusalem in order that all things which 
had been spoken by the prophets concerning him might be ac- 
complished ; and it was only five days after his arrival that he 
was condemned and crucified by that very multitude which had 
so lately hailed him as the Christ. During this five days, which 
he employed as he was ever wont, in teaching, he uttered no 
maxim dissimilar to his former precepts, nor said a word which 
was calculated to produce any feeling in the minds of the people 
than that of piety towards God. It is true that with the cha- 
racter of the Messiah the Jews had always connected that of 
secular royalty ; and if Jesus had meditated any ambitious pur- 
pose he had now the fairest opportunity of accomplishing his 
design. He received, indeed, for reasons already assigned, the 
public acknowledgment of his Messiahship, but instead of at- 
tempting to advance any secular view, he retired, after the labours 
of the day, to the private seclusion of Mount Olivet, and pre- 
pared himself by secret prayer and meditation for the awful 


scene which he knew to be approaching. RosENMULLER, A. 
CuarKE. | 


Ver, 2. moXov pst aitic. Mark xi. 2. tp Ov ovdsie avOow- 
mwv Kexa0ixe. It was usual with the ancients to use for any 
sacred purpose animals which had not been employed in any 
ordinary work. See Deut. xxi. 3. 1 Sam. vi. 7. Horat: Epod. 9. 
22. Ovid. Met. ITI. 12. Virg. Georg. IV. 540. 551. There are 
some trifling difficulties connected with our Lord’s command to 
his disciples. Mark and Luke, who do not cite the prophecy of 
Zecharias, represent our Lord as sending for the colt only ; but 
this very naturally arose from the circumstance that he rode only 
upon the colt, and though both were brought, in strict accordance 
with the prophecy, that only may have been mentioned which 
was the principal feature in the affair. In saying that our Lord 
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sent for the one, the Evangelists do not say that he did not send 
for the other. By the use of the plural, however, in v. 7. it has 
been inferred that both were used by Christ at different stages of 
the journey: but this is highly improbable, and it is by no means 
unusual with the sacred writers, when either the nature of the 
thing spoken of or the attendant circumstances are sufficient for 
precluding mistakes, to employ the plural number for the sin- 
gular. The difficulty may also be removed, and perhaps more 
correctly, by rendering édvw aitéy upon one of them. See on 
Matt. iv. 3. It would be a ready solution of the matter, if it 
were not for the express distinction, to render the conjunction 
kai in vv. 5. 7. merely as an explicative particle; and so it is in 
fact rendered by some, an ass, even a colt. Others again, with 
Euthymius, refer the latter a7év to iudévia. But this method is 
extremely harsh and unsatisfactory, and, at the same time, it ap- 
pears unnecessary. Kurnort, Le CLerc, Campsett. In the 
whole of this transaction we cannot but observe a wonderful in- 
stance of Christ’s prescience in the minutest matters:—1. You 
shall find a colt: 2. On which never man sat: 3. Bound with its 
mother: 4. In dévio: 5. At the entrance of the village: 6. The - 
‘owners shall at first hesitate: but, 7. Eventually consent to send 
them. WHITBY. 


Ver. 3. 6 Kéotoc. Some understand the Lord the Messiah ; 
and others, that Christ claims to himself the title xa7v’ 2E0x7)v, as 
Lord of all things ; but it is better to take it simply in the sense 
of the Hebrew 2, with the article prefixed as a possessive pro- 
noun. See on Matt. vii. 21. There is no appearance of Christ’s 
intending to shew his sovereignty in transferring the property of 
these creatures; nor is such a supposition consistent with the 
general tenor of his proceedings. The owners, who were near 
them, were in all probability acquainted with Christ. and his dis- 
ciples; and doubtless, though the Evangelists do not descend to 
these minute particulars, the asses were properly cared for, and 
duly returned to their possessors. Doppripes, KurNnoEL. 


Ver. 5. erate rH Ovyaret Suv. That is, Jerusalem; so 
named from Mount Zion, which was in the city, and on which 
was erected a fortress for its defence. See Joseph. B. J. V. 4. 1. 
This poetical manner of personifying cities and countries to 
which they address themselves was familiar to the prophets. 
Compare Psalm xlv. 13. exxxvii. 8. Jerem. xlvi. 24. Lam. i. 6. 
ii. 1. Amos v. 1. This opening to the prophecy seems to have 
been transferred from Jsazah |xii. 11. CamMpBELL, GLASsE. 


Ver. 9. cvoynuévoc. Scil. forw. Acclamations of this kind 
are always of the nature of prayers, or ardent wishes. Thus the 
preceding words ‘Qoavva rq vig Aavid are equivalent to God 
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preserve the son of David! for the Hebrew verb YW", yashang,— 
of which ‘Qoavva, Hebrew 83 YWIN, hoshiang na, 1. e. save 
now, is a derivative,—sometimes governs a dative. Compare Josh. 
x. 6, Judg. vii. 2. x. 14. 1 Sam. xxv. 26. Job xl. 14. Psalm 
xliv. 4. The phrase ra tora denotes the heavens, so that 
‘Qoavva év rote iWiorore is an address to God, 6 év roi¢ uploro.c, 
in favour of the Messiah. Of the peculiar import of these ac- 
clamations, as connected with the Feast of Tabernacles, see 
Horne. The titles vide Aavid and 6 2eyépuevoe were well-known 
appellations of the Messiah. See on Matt. i. 1. xi. 3. Kurnogx, 
CAMPBELL. 7 


Ver. 12. sie rd teodv. This word comprehends the whole 
building of the Temple, with all its courts, as distinguished from 
the vadc, or Temple strictly so called, including only the vesti- 
bule, the sanctuary, and the holy of holies. In illustration of 
the passage, and the terms employed, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. pp. 185. 239. sqq. It has appeared strange to some that 
the money-changers and sellers of doves,—for the offerings, it 
should seem, of the poor, Luke ii. 24.—should make no resist- 
ance. They were probably struck by the secret energy of 
Christ’s omnipotence ; and Jerome even supposes that zgnewm 
quiddam atque sidereum radiebat ex oculis ejus, et divinitatis 
majestas lucebat in facie. But without having recourse to any 
thing supernatural the sellers and buyers may have been inti- 
midated by our Lord’s numerous train of attendants, who be- 
lieved him to be the Messiah, and were ready to support any 
reformation which he should think proper to make. It was ge- 
nerally believed among the Rabbias that the Messiah would be 
invested with the power of reforming abuses, and that he would 
enact divers new laws. Hence, in Midrasch Schir Haschirim, 
II. 13. R. Chiyah said, This must be referred to the days of 
the Messiah. A great event will happen in the world: the 
Law will be changed, and Israel reformed. So Jalkut Shemuni 
on Isaiah, p. 46.1. The holy blessed One shall sit and proclaim 
a new law, which he is about to deliver through the Messiah. 
KuInoEeL, MackNIGHT. 


Ver, 13. yéyparrat’ «x. r. X. The former part of this Scrip- 
ture is from Isaiah lvi. 7. and the latter from Jerem. vii. 11. 
The word Anorai signifies not only robbers, but generally men 
of infamous character, and especially such as lived by extortion 
and unjust gain. So Jerome in loc. Latro est, et Templum Dei 
in latronum convertit specum, qui lucra de Religione sectatur, et 
quibus cultus ejus non tam cultus Dei quam negotiationis occasio 
est. In John ii. 16. the expression is oikoce guroptov. Our 
Lord’s assertion is fully confirmed by Josephus, B. J. V. 9. 4. 


> Qa XA ~ ¢€ <4 
OU Ta KoUTTA Mev TOY auapTnuaTwY HookH«KaTE, KAOTAG Aéyw Kal 
? 
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évédoac Kat moryetac, aomayaic 8 ipiZere Kai pdvore, Kai Efvac 
Kkarvorrousire Kaxiac d8obc" éxdoysiov Si tavtwy 7d ispdy yéyove. 
In the expression omAaov Anoroy there seems to be an allu- 
sion to the custom which robbers in those parts had of shelter- 
ing themselves in dens and caves in the wilderness, where great 
multitudes often joined in sharing their plunder. See Joseph. 
Ant. XIV. 15. 5. The practice, however, was not confined to 
Judea; a similar account is given of Cacus, in Virg. En. VIII. 
193. sqq. who stole the oxen of Hercules, and is called by Pro- 
pertius metuendo Raptor ab antro, Eleg. 1V. 10. Hence also 
omhAaov Anorov in Heliod. Aithiop. V. 2. The allusion is 
more apparent by comparing John ii. 14. where it is said that 
Christ found in the Temple those who sold oxen and sheep. 
Dopprince, Hammonp, WETSTEIN, BowYER. 


Ver. 16. xarnotiow aivov. Thou hast perfected praise. He- 
sych. karnotiow® zroincac, zreAciwoac. The citation is from 
Psalm viii. 3. where the original is rightly rendered thou hast or- 
dained strength : implying that the divine perfections are manifest 
in the providence which God exercises towards even the weakest 
of his creatures, and consequently that the divine praise is per- 
fected even by the silent eloquence of the suckling, and the artless 
cry of the babe. Hence the sense of the Psalm, and of the 
LXX translation, from which the Evangelist quotes, are pre- 
cisely equivalent, though the words are somewhat different. 
Some have supposed that our Lord merely accommodates the 
passage to the passing circumstance; but that the whole Psalm 
has a prophetic reference to the Messiah is sufficiently proved 
by three other places in the N. T. in which it is applied to him. 
- See 1 Cor. xv. 27. Ephes. i. 22. Heb. ii. 6. It may be remarked 
also, that the babes and sucklings will readily admit of a more 
extensive meaning, as predicting the triumph of the Apostles, 
weak as in many respects they were, over all the opposition of 
the Jews and Gentiles. With respect to the offence taken by 
the Pharisees, there was nothing uncommon in the children’s 
joining in public acclamation; and it was thus they were accus- 
tomed to salute their Rabbins. In addition to the natural ten- 
dency in children to imitate the actions of others, they were 
taught from their earliest infancy to take a part in the Hosannas 
at their solemn festivals. Succah, §. 3. in fine :—A child, as 
soon as he knows how to wave the bundle, is bound to carry a 
bundle; i. e. a bundle of palm-boughs, which was called Ho- 
sanna, from the acclamation of those who carried it. Hence 
their disregard of the prophecy, and their indignation at the 
shouts of the children, were the sole effect of their rooted hatred 
against Christ. DoppripcGE, LicutFoot, A. Crarke.—[Wuirt- 
By.] The verb avAiZeoar, in the next verse, generally signifies 
to abide in any place, as the Latin manere. So 3 Esdr. ix. 2. 
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Ecelus. xxiv. 7. Hesych. avAtZona’ pévo, évoraro(Bw. Xen. 
Anab. IV. 3.1. rabrnv rv tpéoav nvAtoOnoa. Hence it also 
denotes to lodge, to pass the night: Lat. pernoctare; and in 
this sense vuxroc is sometimes added, as in Diod. Sic. p. 333. C. 
avAiJopévove év TH woAs vuxroe. In this sense it is here used: - 
and it seems that our Lord lodged in the house of Lazarus, 
whom he had raised from the dead. Compare John xii. 1. 
KUINOEL. 


Ver. 18. mowlac 82 twavaywv x. tr. X. According to Mark 
xi. 12. Christ cursed the barren fig-tree on the same day that he 
. drove the buyers and sellers from the Temple, but the Apostles 
did not observe that it had withered till the following morning. 
The two accounts are easily reconciled by supposing that Matthew 
relates the occurrence briefly, without distinctly stating all the 
particulars, whereas Mark has told it precisely as it happened, 
pointing out the relation which it bore throughout to other 
events. Some indeed suppose, with great probability, that the. 
buyers and sellers were ejected twice; and that Mark has re- 
corded a distinct action from that in Matthew and Luke. This 
is greatly confirmed by several considerations. Both Matthew 
and Mark distinctly mention that our Lord went into the Temple 
on the day of his public entry into Jerusalem. Now the latter 
merely states that he looked round about upon all things on that 
day, connecting the ejection of the money-changers with the oc- 
currences of the following day. \ But Matthew so expressly joins 
this act with the transactions of the first day, that although it is 
certain that the Evangelists are not always exact in observing the 
order of time, it is highly reasonable to suppose that the Temple 
was purged on this day. In fact, from St. Mark’s expression 
that he observed what was passing, we may fairly conclude to the 
same effect, as it is scarcely probable that he would do this 
without reforming the abuses which presented themselves. At 
the same time Mark positively asserts that the traders were 
driven out on the next day after the cursing of the fig-tree; nor 
is it altogether likely that a single expulsion would be sufficient 
to abolish their unholy traffic. It should seem also that the 
second purification of the Temple was more complete than the 
former, as he then prohibited even the carrying of a vessel 
through it, (Mark xi. 16.) which is a circumstance unnoticed 
both by Matthew and Luke in their account of the transactions 
of the preceding day. Hence the order of events will be, 1. The 
public entry into Jerusalem, and the first ejection of the traders 
on the Sunday, with other events related in John xii. and 
Christ’s retirement to Bethany in the evening; 2. The fig-tree 
cursed in the morning of Monday; 3. The buyers and sellers 
again ejected; 4. Christ retires again in the evening, Mark xi. 
19.; 5. The fig-tree is noticed to have withered away. Dop- 
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privée, Ligutroot.—[Mann.] Of our Lord’s design in 
cursing. the barren tree, and the weakness of the objections 
raised against the miracle, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 247, 
See also Vol. III. p. 66. and on Mark ix. 13. We may refer 
also to Hed. vi. 8. as a practical illustration of the miracle. The 
expression él ric dou, by the way-side, proves that Christ was 
not guilty of private injustice, with which infidels have charged 
him. The tree belonged to no one; and being barren, was 
absolutely valueless, except for the purpose to which our Lord so 
aptly applied it. Euthym. pu axeBoroyod, Scart TETILWONTAL 
TO puro, avairiov dv* adda pdvov dea 76 Oavma, Kal Tov Bav- 
paroupyov. 


Ver, 21. The negative expression pu) SiaxorBijre, is precisely 
the same with the positive condition éav %ynre mlorw, and the 
two are united, more Hebraico, for the sake of emphasis. Some 
would render dsaxpiOiva, to discriminate ; i. e. to put a differ- 
ence between what és, and is not possible: but the opposition 
clearly shews that it is the same with diordZev. Of the elliptical 
form 16 rij¢ ouxnc, which is equivalent to rd WEOL THE suUKIC 
yeyovdc, see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 284. 1. So ra rév dapovZoué- 
vov, Matt. viii. 33. Of the proverbial expression, removing 
mountains, see on Matt. xvii. 20. In Luke xvii. 6. instead of 
mountain, we have sycamore-tree; which evidently does not 
alter the import of the proverb. The assurance added in y. 22. 
respecting prayer, was intended to enforce it as a fit means of 
increasing the faith of which he was speaking. See on Matt. 
xvii. 21. xviii. 18. With respect to this faith, it is impossible 
for any to know the exact impression which it made upon the 
minds of the Apostles, or for any words to have described it ; 
and it is, therefore, an instance of their wisdom, that they never 
attempted to do so. It is certain, however, that the attempt to 
perform miracles was a remarkable instance of faith in the divine 
power and fidelity; and the solemnity with which the Apostolic 
miracles were attended, clearly evinced their persuasion that the 
attempt would be attended with immediate success. Compare 
Acts iii. 6. ix. 34. 40. In pronouncing the healing words, the 
speaker pawned his credit as a messenger from God; and a 
single failure would have been decisive against the Apostle and 
the Gospel together. KuinoEL, DoppRIDGE, 


Ver. 23. tv ota ovaia x. t. A. The Sanhedrim, of whom 
these priests and elders formed a part, were invested with the 
prerogative of enquiring into the pretensions of a prophet, and 
the truth of his mission. Thus the tract, Sanhedrim, §. 4. p. 213. 
A tribe, a false prophet, or a high-priest, are only amenable to 
the council of seventy-one judges. Since, therefore, the present 
aspect of popular feeling would not admit of violent measures, 
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the ‘members of this council, fixed in their determination to 
destroy Jesus, sought to do it under pretext of law, and enquired 
respecting the authority by which he had lately acted. ‘They 
doubtless expected that he would assert his claims to the Mes- 
siahship, thereby furnishing them with the means of charging 
him with blasphemy. It has been urged, that Christ evaded the 
inquiry from fear; but this is a cavil so entirely at variance with 
the parables which immediately follow, that it requires no farther 
refutation. His reply evinced the most consummate wisdom ; 
and the confusion of the Pharisees was a tacit admission of our 
Lord’s pretensions. The people believed John to be a prophet; 
(see on Matt. iii. 4.) and they dared not deny it, at the same time 
that the admisssion of his claims would, upon their own princi- 
ples, have established those of Jesus also. For John had re- 
peatedly borne the most express testimony to the divine mission 
of Christ; and, according to a Jewish maxim, the testimony of 
one prophet was sufficient to confirm the authority of another. 
Their silence, therefore, was a tacit confession that they were 
incapable of judging in the matter, and perfectly justified our 
Lord’s refusal to reply to their enquiry; especially as their uni- 
form perverseness, and their inveterate hatred, had ever been, 
and still would have been, insurmountable, had he even condes- 
cended to explain and prove his commission. Grorius, Mac- 
Knicut, Ligutroot, Doppripes. In v. 25. the word Barriopa 
includes, by synecdoche, the whole ministry of John, of which 
his baptism was the most prominent feature. The substitution 
of odpavoc for Oxde, in the same verse, though somewhat unusual, 
(see on Mait. iii. 2.) is not without example. Compare 1 Mace. 
iii. 18. iv 19. ix. 46. Luke xv. 18. 21. Kurnorent, WHITBY. 


Ver. 28. céxva dbo. It is evident from vv. 31, 32. that this 
parable is directed against the Pharisaical members of the San- 
hedrim, in consequence of their perverse disbelief in John the 
Baptist; and that the conduct of the two sons represents that of 
the Publicans and Pharisees respectively. The publicans and 
harlots characterized by the first son, and comprehending the 
profane and wicked generally, did not profess to do the will of 
God; but they were brought by the preaching of John to think 
seriously, to submit themselves to Christ, and embrace the 
Gospel, so as eventually to attain to the kingdom of heaven. 
The second son, on the other hand, was an exact picture of the 
Pharisees; for in their devotions they gave God the most 
honourable titles, and professed the utmost zeal to serve him; 
but as their religion was merely formal, they refused to hearken 
to the Baptist’s exhortations, and though they could not disprove 
his divine mission, distegarded the testimony which he bore to 
the Messiah. Even the reformation which he effected, v. 32. 
in the most abandoned characters, which clearly proved that he 
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was sent from God, had no effect in gaining their attention to 
his instructions. It has been supposed, that the two sons are 
intended to represent the Gentiles and the Jews; but, though 
the parable may admit of such an interpretation, it is clear that 
it was not so given by our Lord on this occasion. Macknicur. 


—[Wuitpy. |] 


Ver. 30. éy®, xbpe. The pronoun zy is supposed by some 
to correspond with the Hebrew word 237, hannani, denoting 
assent to a proposition, and rendered idod zy, in Numb. xiv. 40. 
1 Sam. ii. 4. LXX. At all events, the expression seems to be 
an ellipsis, which may in general be supplied by the verb 04\w, 
or, in the present instance, by améoyouat. KurnoeL, Grortus. 
We may fairly infer from this, that the reception or rejection of 
the Gospel is not the effect of any invisible operation, of divine 
grace; since it appears that the conduct of the two sons was 
entirely free, and that no compulsion was employed with either 
of them. WuitTsy. | : 


Ver. 33. aA\dAnv wapaBorjv. After shewing the rulers the 
sin of rejecting the Baptist in particular, our Lord proceeds to 
represent the public crime of the nation in rejecting all the mes- 
sengers of God generally from first to last, and to warn them of 
the punishment which was shortly about to visit them. The 
parable, in which he thought fit to convey these disagreeable 
truths, was formed upon one which Isaiah had long before made 
use of, and with which they were well acquainted. In Isaiah 
v. 1. the vineyard represents the Jews in their national, here 
they are represented in their spzratual capacity, as living under 
the Mosaical dispensation, attended, as it was, with great present 
privileges, and the promise of many future blessings. The 
householder and his son, are evidently the Lord Jehovah, and 
the Messiah ; the husbandmen, to whom the vineyard was let 
out, are the Scribes and Elders, who were to make the vineyard 
fruitful, and prepare it for the reception of the servants and the 
son, when they appeared for the returns due to the householder. 
The servants were the prophets sent from time to time to warn 
them of the punishments which awaited their sins, and to urge 
them to repentance; of whom they beat Jeremiah, killed Isaiah, 
stoned Zechariah, the son of Jehoiada, and persecuted all. See 
2 Kings xxi. 10. 16. 2 Chron. xxxvi. 16. Neh. ix. 26. Jerem, 
xliv. 4. Acts vii. 52. Heb. xi. 37. Of the Jewish vineyards, 
with their various appurtenances, &c. see Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 465. sqq. See also p. 459. A particular application has 
been adapted by some paraphrasts to every circumstance in the 
parable ; but it is probable that the hedge, the wine-press, &c. 
are merely ornamental appendages, and that in this, as in other 
cases, minute points are not to ¥ pressed too far. It is plain, 
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for instance, from numberless predictions, both in the O. and 
N. T. that God foresaw the certainty of Christ’s death; and, 
consequently, the implied probability, that the husbandman 
would reverence his son, cannot without absurdity be applied to 
the interpretation of the parable. Instead of Anvov, the wine- 
press, it is bwoAjvov, the wine-fat, i. e. cavity in which the 
vessel was placed to receive the liquor pressed from the grapes; 
but one of these naturally implies the other, and our Lord might 
possibly have mentioned both. Hesych. Anvdg’ dou orapuadn 
mareita. Macknigut, Wuitsy, Grorius, DopDRIDGE. 


Ver. 35. ®epav. The verb dépev signifies properly to flay, 
to tear off the skin: as in Hom. II. A. 459. whence it is also 
sometimes put as the cause for the effect, denoting to scourge 
severely; as in this place, Mark xu. 3. Luke xxii. 64. Acts 
xvi. 87. So in Aristoph. Vesp. 483. where the Scholiast notes : 
SéocoOar 82 cat Spey 2x row trémrecAa. There is no necessity, 
therefore, to read, with some MSS. %dyoayv, from daiopw; as some 
have wished. Kurnori, Kypxe.—[Beza, Mrix.] Of the divi- 
sions, dv p2v—éy 82, see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 288. £; of mAstovac, 
v. 36. on Matt. vi. 25. and of the verb évrpéreoOar, v. 37. Lex. 
Pent. Gr. in voce. 


Ver. 41. xaxove kax&c amodéoe. This kind of paronomasia is 
very frequent in the best writers. Soph. Aj. 1409. kaxotde¢ caxwe 
P0cioaav. Philoct. 1864. Za xaxWe¢ avtode awddXvaBat Kaxkodte. 
Eurip. Med. 805. cakwe xaxjv Oaveiy of avay«n. Aristoph. 
Plut. 418. zy yao tac 2oAG Kaxovde kaxwe. Add Eurip. Med. 
1386. Troad. 1055. Cyclop. 267. Arist. Plut. 880. Herod. VI. 9. 
Hom. Il. ®. 459. Od. I. 534. Joseph. Ant. II. 14. 2. VII. 11.8. 
XI. 5. 4. Lucian. D. M. V. 2. D. D. I. 1. Werstretn, Ra- 
PHELIUs. The condemnatory inference which our Lord is repre- 
sented by Matthew and Mark to have elicited from the Scribes 
themselves, is attributed in Lwke xx. 16. to our Lord himself, and 
the Scribes reply uj yévorro, God. forbid! In order to reconcile 
this apparent discrepancy, some suppose that after the words pj 
yévoiro in Luke, the Jews repeated the words of Christ éroni- 
cally; others contend that the words in Luke, as well as in 
Matthew, are the reply of the Scribes in answer to Christ, al- 
though the former does not expressly say so; and that the words 
47) yévouro, also the words of the Scribes, were said in an under 
tone, as deprecating the evil from themselves : and others, again, 
adopt a solution directly opposite, that the words in both cases 
are those of Christ. In support of this last opinion it is urged 
that in one MS. the words Aéyovew avr@ are omitted, and as 
this authority is clearly of little weight, the word in the Hebrew 
Gospel is conjectured to have been WAN"), and he said, instead 
of JIN", they said. The fallacy of all these suppositions is 
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easily discernible, and the last especially, which at first sight 
may appear plausible, is altogether irreconcileable with the an- 
swer of Jesus in the following verse. There is little real diffi- 
culty however in the matter: Christ, in the first instance, may 
have drawn their self-condemnation from the Sanhedrim, as St. 
Matthew states; he then, in all probability, repeated their 
words in confirmation of their decision; whereupon the Sanhe- 
drim, or perhaps some of its less hardened members, seem to have 
uttered almost involuntarily the exclamation God forbid! Dop- 
DRIDGE, KurnoeL.—[Macknicut, Le Cusrc, MicHaktis. | 


Ver, 42. tv raic ypapaic. The quotation is from Psalm cxviii. 
22. It seems to have been originally spoken of David, who, though 
at first rejected and despised by Saul and the rulers of the Jews, 
was afterwards chosen by God to ascend the throne of Israel. 
In a higher and spiritual sense, however, our Lord applies it to 
himself, and his rejection by the Scribes and Elders of the peo- 
ple ; and that the Jewish Rabbins understood this stone of their 
Messiah is admitted by R. Solom. Jarchi on Micah v. 1. and 
Abarbanel on Zach. iv. 13. The Jewish dispensation in the 
O. T. and the Christian church in the N. T. are continually re- 
presented under the figure of a buélding, and, in reference to 
this, Jesus Christ is represented as the head stone, or support of 
the fabric, 1 Cor. iii. 11. Ephes. ii. 21, 22. Some have’ supposed 
that there is an allusion to the union of Jews and Gentiles in the 
Christian church, as a head corner stone unites the two sides 
of a building, but probably nothing more is intended than the 
support which this stone affords to the building. Somewhat in 
this sense the chiefs of the people are called ywvia in 1 Sam. 
xiv. d8. LXX. It is not very clear, however, what this head- 
stone was. From this place it should seem that it might be added 
when the building was otherwise complete, that it was so situated 
that the passenger might fall against it, and also that it might 
fall upon him, v. 44. so as to answer most exactly to an upright 
stone or buttress, added for the purpose of strengthening and 
protecting the corner of the building, where it is most exposed to 
external violence. The Greek expression is equivalent to the 
Hebrew 715 338, or 71D WN; but every rectangular build- 
ing would have necessarily four such columns, as expressly 
mentioned in Jodi. 19. whereas Christ is the sole bulwark of 
the Christian church. Besides, the xepadr ywriac is allowed 
to be the same with AiMoc axpoywuiaioc, Ephes. ii. 20. which 
can only be understood of something single and pre-eminent ; 
and, indeed, we find 9 JBN spoken of as séngle in a building, 
Job xxxviii. 6. although nothing can thence be inferred as to its 
position, form, or height. The common interpretations certainly 
do not answer the requisite conditions, and so far they are un- 
founded. Nothing can be drawn from the absence of the article 
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to prove that there was more than one kspad) ywviag in an edi- 
fice. See on’ Matt. i. 1. (Greek Art. omission 7. p. 10. and a 
jine, p. 11.) Hammonp, Grottus, Mippieton. — [Macx- 
NIGHT.|. The accusative AlOov, instead of the nominative, is a 
species of anacoluthon, of which see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. ATA, c. 
With respect to the pronoun av7n, and the adjective Qavpaorn, 
it is evident from the sense that they cannot be referred either to 
kepadi) or ywvtac, and therefore the feminine must be put He- 
braice for the neuter. This change is common in the original 
language, and it is imitated by the LXX. in Psalm cxviii. 22. 
here cited, and also in Gen. xxiv. 14. sere xix. 30. 1 Sam. iv. 
%. xi. 2. Psalm xxvii. 4. The form zyevf9n ec is also Hebrew. 
See on Matt. xix. 5. Kurnort, Hammonp. 


Ver. 43. 8a rovro. The reference is to the last verse, com- 
pared with v. 389. The word 20ve should not be rendered to the 
Gentiles, although there can be no doubt that the Gentiles, in 
conjunction at least with the believing Jews, are intended. Had 
it been our Lord’s intention to say this distinctly he would have 
used rote 20veor in the plural. We may remark that this is one 
of the clearest predictions of the rejection of the Jews and the 
call of the Gentiles which we have in this history. CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 44, cal 6 wecwv x. 7. 4. Many of the commentators on 
this verse understand an allusion to the two different ways of 
stoning among the Jews; the former by throwing the criminal 
down headlong upon a. great stone, and the other by letting a 
stone fall upon him: but, in point of fact, there does not seem to 
be any material difference between the two methods, whereas a 
climax is evidently intended in our Lord’s denunciation. In the 
first clause he seems to describe the sin of those who are misled 
by their teachers to oppose Christ; and in the latter the heavier 
sin and severer condemnation of the Scribes and Pharisees, who 
obstinately persevere in their disbelief and persecution of the Gos- 
pel. There is an evident allusion to Lsazah viii. 14, 15. and pro- 
bably also to the vision of the image in Dan. 1. 34. The verbs 
ovvGAac0a and Arxpav are figurative terms, of which the former 
denotes simply to beat or bruise, indicating a milder punishment ; 
and the latter implies a more fearful fate, signifymg properly 
to disperse as chaff, and thence, generally, to destroy utterly, 
(E. T. to grind to powder.) Hesych. AuKuav' ta ayvea ad 
Tov airov diaywoifav. In the same sense the word occurs in 
Dan. ii. 44, LXX. It is not unlikely that our Lord intended 
to represent not only the dreadful crushing of the Jewish state 
by the Romans, but the general dispersion of the Jews through- 
out all the nations of the world, which continues to the present 
day. Doppripce, Macxnicut, Wuirsy, Licutroor. This 


verse should properly follow v. 42. as the connection plainly in- 
10 
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dicates. It is altogether wanting in the Codex Bez@, and some 

other MSS; and Origen has passed it over in his commentary. 

It is found, however, in the parallel place, Lwke xx. 18. from 

: wanes it was probably added in this place also. Kurnorz, A. 
LARKE, 





CHAPTER XXII. 


Contents :—Parable of the marriage feast, vv. 1—14. Christ's 
reply to the Herodians respecting the tribute-money, vv. 15— 
22. and to the Sadducees respecting the resurrection, vv. 23— 
33. [Mark xii. 13. Luke xx. 20.] His reply to the Pharisees 
respecting the great commandment in the law, vv. 34—40. 
[Mark xii. 28.] His enquiry into the opinion of the Pharisees 
pie the Messiah, vv. 41—46. [Mark xii. 35. Luke 
xx, 41. 


Verse 2. The primary object of the parable of the marriage 
feast is to represent the invitation given to the Jews to embrace 
the Gospel, their rejection of that gracious offer, the severe pu- 
nishment inflicted upon them for their obstinacy, and the admis- 
sion of the Gentiles to the privileges of Christianity in their 
room. At the same time the rewards of the Gospel are not con- 
ferred upon mere professors, but upon those only who comply 
with its ordinances, and cultivate those habits and dispositions 
which its precepts enjoin. In the comparison itself there is a 
peculiar propriety, since both the Jewish and Christian cove- 
nants are frequently represented in Scripture under the simili- 
tude of a marriage contract between God and his people. See 
Isaiah liv. 5. Jerem. iii. 8. Matt. xxv. 5. 2 Cor. xi. 2. It is 
observable that Luke does not relate this parable here because 
he had given us one very like it before, which was spoken upon 
another occasion, Luke xiv. 16. For the same reason he omits 
the question of the lawyer, infra v. 35. most of the discourse 
against the Pharisees, Matt. xxxii. and the parable of the ta- 
lents, Matt. xxv. 14. There isa parable very similar to this in 
Bereshith Rabba, §. 62. p. 60. and another still more so in | 
Sohar. Levit. p. 40. Porreus, Doppringr, A. CLarkEe. The 
word yduoe is here correctly rendered by the generality of com- 
mentators a marriage feast. In this sense it is frequently used, 
in the plural especially, by classical writers, in reference proba- 
bly to the duration of these festivals, which lasted séveral days. 
Compare Hom. Il. &. 491. Od. A. 226. B. 196. A. 415, 
Theoph, Char. XII. 1, XXII. 1. Arrian, Exp. Alex. VIT. 4.6. 
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It has been urged, however, that the Hebrew word NNWd, which 
is rendered yaog in Gen. xxix. 22. Esth. ii. 18. ix. 22. signifies 
generally a feast; and that nothing more than a feast is here 
intended, as in Luke xiv. 8. Others understand an inaugu- 
ration feast, comparing 1 Kings i. 5.9, 10. 19. Out of forty- 
eight times, however, which the Hebrew word occurs in the 
O. T., in the above three instances only it is rendered by yauo¢ 
in the LXX: inthe two first a marriage feast is particularly de- 
scribed, and in the last a feast which was held in consequence of 
amarriage. Werstetn, Kypxe, Wuirsy, Mant.—{Micuak is, 
KUINOEL. ] 


Ver. 3. rove Sobdove adrov. The early fathers generally in- 
terpret the servants first sent of the prophets of the O. T., but 
the parable evidently refers to the time of Christ’s advent. It 
should seem, therefore, that the first mission was that of the 
Baptist, and the Apostles and seventy disciples, (Matt. x. 5, 6. 
Luke ix. 2. x. 1.) and the second that of the same Apostles sent 
with a new commission after the resurrection, Acts i. 8. It was 
probably usual in early times, though the fact is not absolutely 
ascertained, to issue two different invitations to a feast, one ata 
given time previous to the entertainment, and a second shortly 
before the time appointed for the assembling of the guests. In 
the old Greek colloquies, edited by Vulcanius, is the following 
dialogue :—Zfjuspov map’ tol apiorncoy yonoiuwe. Obrw ye-. 
vicOw, Ev &oqg ovv ed? mpd¢ jac. “Ore OéAee wéuov mode 
nag, év TH-oikia siut. See also Joseph. Ant. XI. Suet. Claud. 
39. and Oudendorp ad loc. So also in Echa R. 1V. 2. What 
was the pride of the inhabitants of Jerusalem? That none went 
to a feast until twice invited. Wuitsy, Grotius, WeTsTEIN, 
Pricaus. The verb xaXziv, signifying to invite, occurs in 1 Sam. 
ix. 22. Prov. ix. 3. LXX. Hesiod. Op. D. 342. Theogn. 563. 
Theophr. Char. 12. 17. 21. So in Latin, Plaut. Menech. HI. 
1.11. Qui esum neque vocantur, neque vocant. Hence the ser- 
vants who carried the invitation were called «Afropec, Athen. 
Deipn. II. 8. p. 47. and in Latin vocatores, Plin. XX XV. 36. 
Senec. de Ira. III. 37, Kurnoen. 


Ver. 4. ra otora. E. T. Fatlings. The word is derived 
from oirilw, to feed or fatten, thus including rams or wethers, 
(2 Sam. vi. 13. 1 Chron. xv. 26.) calves, (Luke xv. 23.) &e. 
Bochart supposes that oi ravpor cal ra oiriora is an hendiadys 
for ravpot citiaTol, as we have tavoo mlovec, Psalm xxii. 12. 
LXX. Butthis is unnecessary. To mention oxen and fatlings 
as the chief part of a royal entertainment is perfectly agreeable 
to the simplicity of the ancient ages. Thus Homer's princes are 
repeatedly described as feasting each other upon nothing else 
than the flesh of oxen, sheep, or swine. Compare Isaiah xxv. 6. 
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Kurnoet, Dopprince. The verb @é«v was originally confined 
to the offerings of flowers, incense, &c. which were customary 
among the early Greeks; and so the compound ém:éev is used 
in Aristoph. Ran. 915. Hence the word was gradually applied 
to sacrificed victims, and came at length to signify generally fo 
kill, Compare Deut. xii. 15. with John x. 10. Acts x. 13. 
GRotius, 


Ver. 5. apuedioavrec. It was considered by the Mahometans, 
and probably by all the Oriental nations, a peculiar affront to 
refuse an invitation to a marriage-feast, and even a breach of the 
law of God. See Hedayah, Vol. IV. p.91. The wickedness of 
the guests in the parable is thus placed in a more conspicuous 
point of view. A. Crarxe. The adjective iévov is equivalent to 
the possessive pronoun avrov: and so the Hebrew affix } is ren- 


dered in Jod vii. 10. Prov. xxvii. 8. LX X. Kutnoet, 


Ver. 7. otparebara avtov. Some here understand the angels, 
who are the delegated ministers of God’s vengeance, (1 Kings 
xxii. 10. Luke ii. 13.) and by whom his judgments of war, pes- 
tilence, and famine were let loose upon the Jews at the siege of 
Jerusalem. But the Roman army is certainly intended, which 
may properly be called the army of God, as executing his will; 
whence the Median army is likewise so called, Zsaiah xiii. 4, 5. 
Wuirsy, Le Cirerc.—[Grotius.] This clause must be sup- 
posed to come in by way of prolepsis or anticipation, for it is 
plain that there could not be time before the feast already pre- 
pared was served up to attempt an enterprise of this nature. 
And this precisely corresponds with historical fact, for the call of 
the Gentiles took place some time prior to the fall of Jerusalem. 
Dovpringe. Of the adjective d&coc, (v. 8.) used absolutely, see 
on Matt. x. 11. 


Ver. 9. StcEd8ove rHv 6d@v. Some understand country lanes 
or bye paths, but diéEodoc signifies ewitus, and the déEodo trav 
ddwy are, therefore, places where two or.more roads terminate tn 
one, called in Latin compita viarum; so that, leading into the 
city from various parts of the country, they are consequently 
more frequented. Doddridge supposes that our Lord intended 
to intimate that the Gentiles had as little reason to expect the 
call of the Gospel, as common passengers or travellers to expect 
an invitation to a royal banquet. It appears, however, from the 
Talmud, in Beracoth, p. 43. that it was not unusual with the rich 
to invite travellers to their feasts. Kypxe, LignTroor. 


Ver. 10. rovngote te kai ayabotc. This is not the only place 
in which our Lord has declared that the bad as well as the good 
would compose the visible church; he intimates the same in the 
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parable of the ¢ares and of the net, Matt. xiii. 26. 48. The 
privileges of the Gospel, however, belong to the latter only, 
while the severest punishment is threatened against the wicked : 
Matt. vii. 21, 22. xiii. 24. Le Currc, KurnoEt. 


Ver. 12. tv8upayémov. It was usual at publicfestivals, and more 
especially at marriage feasts, to appear In an appropriate dress, 
and those who attended in their ordinary apparel were looked 
upon as highly culpable and deserving of punishment. This dress 
was usually a white robe, and as it could not be expected that ac- 
cidental guests should be provided with a marriage garment, it 
was usual for the donor of the feast to provide them with one. 
Compare Gen. xlv. 22. 2 Kings v. 22. x. 22. Esth. vi. 8. vill. 
15. This custom also prevailed among the Greeks and Romans, 
as it appears from Hom. Od. A. 48. sqq. Diod. Sic. XIII. p. 
375. Steph. Hence Eustath. on Od. Z. 28. HOoc yao, pac, 
iv tac voupac Totc TOV vunpiov EcAiirac év TH TOU yapwou KalpYy 
xaotecOa. Spartianus in Vit. Sev.—Habuit etiam aliud omen 
amperit. Cum rogatus ad coenam imperitoriam palliatus venis- 
set, qui togatus venire debuerat, togam presidiariam ipsius im- 
peratoris accepit. In this, therefore, consisted the offence of the 
guest who had entered improperly clothed, that he had neglected 
to apply for a marriage garment, or had perhaps refused the offer 
of one. It is still a mark of honour in the East to be presented 
with a garment, called caftan; and a refusal to accept or wear it 
is considered a peculiar insult to the donor. Our Lord seems 
to allude in the parable to Zeph. i. 7, 8. Doppripex, A. 
Cuarke. It is well observed that Fazth alone cannot be repre- 
sented by the wedding garment, for faith is implied in the simple 
act of coming to the supper. ‘The intruder, therefore, has been 
supposed to designate those false brethren among the Jews who 
upheld the necessity of retaining circumcision and the ritual 
ordinances in the Gospel covenant. But it should seem rather 
that the walking worthy of our vocation, (Eiphes. iv. 1. 2 Pet. 
i. 10.) is denoted by the marriage garment. In Rev. xix. 7, sqq. 
where there is a plain allusion to this parable, the fine linen in 
which the guests at the marriage supper of the Lamb are clothed, is 
expressly declared to be the righteousness of the saints. Nothing 
is more common in Scripture, and indeed in other ancient writ- 
ings, than to represent the habits and disposition of the mind 
under the figure of bodily garments. Compare Job xxix. 14. 
Isaiah \xi. 10. and see my note on Hom. Il. A. 149. That the 
ejection into outer darkness is emblematic of the punishment of 
the wicked at the last day there can be no doubt, since it is then 
only that God will separate the bad from the good. Here then 
is a conclusive argument against salvation by faith only, and also 
against the Calvinistic doctrines of election and reprobation. It 
was in the man’s power to have obtained this garment, and his 
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own neglect was the cause of his exclusion from the feast. Gro- 
Tius. The verb ¢movy signifies properly to muzzle, to gag, as 
in 1 Cor. ix. 9. and thence to make speechless, to silence. Jo- 
seph. B. J. I. 20. raya Kat rode amayyédAew rooaipouévoue of 
avyonpévey Saiwovec adecApov epyodv. The word is used by 
Christ in stilling the sea, Mark i. 25. Luke iv. 85. Kypxe. Of 
the sentence in v. 13. see on Matt. viii. 11. 


Ver. 14, woddoi yao x. 7.X. See note on Chap. XX. 16, 
There are some who would confine the observation, as in that 
passage, to the Jews only; but it seems here to admit of a wider 
signification, as including professing Christians in general. Le 
Crerc, Wuirsy, Grortivus. 


Ver. 15. The verb waywWebeav is properly used of snaring 
birds, &c. and thence signifies generally to ensnare, to entrap, 
i. e. to plot one’s destruction, as the Latin phrase, laqueos 
alicut tendere. See Eccles. ix. 12. Prov. vi. 2, LXX. The ad- 
dition of 2v Adéyw, én conversation, explains the mode of attack 
about to be adopted. The verb employed in Mark xii. 12. is 
ayosbeav. KUINOEL. 


Ver. 16. The expressions ov péXee cor wept ovdevdc, and ov 
Przree ic todcwrov avOpwrwyv, amount to the same thing, so 
that the repetition of the same sentiment encreases the flattery, 
and, at the same time, the baseness of the flatterers. Itis for these 
false and hypocritical compliments that our Lord rebukes them 
as uroxoiral, v. 18. Instead of the latter phrase we have Aap- 
Bavew rodowror in Luke xx. 21. Kurnorr. Of the Herodians, 
and the insidious nature of the question proposed to Christ, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 83. 184. 380. 


Ver. 20. rivoe i sikwv abryn cai  ércyoapn; The mode of 
proceeding which Christ adopted upon this and similar occasions 
is a most striking instance of his consummate wisdom and pru- 
dence. He thus compelled the tempters to answer the question, 
removing from himself the odium attending the determina- 
tion of it, and unmasking the impious motives for which it was 
proposed. By admitting that the coin was impressed with 
Czesar’s image and superscription, and by consenting to receive 
it as current in Judea, they in fact acknowledged their subjec- 
tion to his dominion; for it was a tradition of their own Rabbins, 
that wherever the money of any king is current, the inhabitants 
acknowledge that king for their Lord: Maimon. in Gezel. 5. 
Hence the reply of Abigail to the reproaches of David, recorded 
in the Talmud, Sanhedrim, p. 20. 2. Art thou then a king? the 
coinage of our Lord Saul is yet current. In the present in- 
stance this acknowledgment of subjection, which Christ drew 
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from them, was particularly in point, as the particular coin in 
which this tribute was paid is known to have borne this remark- 
able inscription: Kaicap Ayovor. "lovéalag tadwxviac. It is 
probable, also, that in asking whose image and superscription 
the tribute money bore, our Lord intended to distinguish between 
the half shekel, dedicated to God, as part of the Temple service, 
and the Roman denarius which was paid in the form of tribute to 
the Romans. See on Matt. xvii. 24. Licurroot, Hammonp, 
Rosenmutter. It is urged by some that Christ after all left 
the matter undecided, and that his answer does not intimate the 
right of Czesar to demand tribute from the Jews. But though 
he does not directly reply to the question put to him, yet the 
precept in v. 22. is plainly decisive on the point. Connected by 
the illative particle obv with the preceding verses, it plainly incul- 
cates the duty of submission to established governments, and is 
a leading feature of the Christian religion. In perfect conformity 
with this precept are those of the Apostles, Rom. xiii. 5.7. Tit. 
iii. 1. 1 Pet. ii. 18, 14. The right of Cesar to impose tribute 
upon the Jews had its rise in their own act of submission to the 
Roman government, as formerly to the Assyrian, and it had now 
existed about one hundred years. Upon this ground King 
Agrippa, and the historian Josephus, insist upon the necessity of 
a patient subjection to the Roman yoke: Joseph. B. J. II. 28. 
VI. 26. Wuitsy.—[Grortus, Le Cuerc.] The latter part of 
Christ’s injunction has been interpreted as a caution against 
omitting the sacred tribute, on pretence of answering the de- 
mands of Czsar. But he rather cautions the Pharisees against 
using religion as a pretence to justify sedition, and the Hero- 
dians against complimenting the Romans at the expense of their 
religion: he makes a clear distinction between the duties we owe 
to God and to our earthly rulers, and shews that they do not in 
the slightest degree interfere or clash with each other. Dop- 
DRIDGE, PorTEus.—[Diopati, RaPuHEtius. ]} 


Ver. 23. wr sivat avaotaotv. Of the opinions of the Sad- 
ducees see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 372. sqq. Their lead- 
ing tenet was, that the soul had no separate existence, but was 
annihilated immediately upon its disunion from the body. Hence 
a saying of the sect in Tanchun, p. 3.1. The cloud sails and 
goes away ; so he that descends into the grave returns not from 
et. ‘The story which they mention here seems to have been a 
kind of common place objection, since it is to be met with in 
the Jewish writings; and as it had probably puzzled some of the 
Scribes, they hoped that Jesus would have been unable to an- 
swer it. It was not to be wondered at that they could not satis- 
factorily solve the difficulty, since their own notions of a future 
state were little better than those of the Heathen philosophers. 
Josephus, (B. J. II. 12.) compares their idea of the happiness 
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of the life to come to that. of the Fortunate Isles, as described in 
Hom. Od. A. 561. Compare Hor. Epod. XVI. 42. 53. With 
respect to the question proposed to our Lord, they held that if a 
woman had two husbands in this world, the first only would be 
restored to her in the world to come: Sohar. Genes. p. 24. Our 
Lord, therefore, not only refuted the Sadducaical doctrine, but 
set the Pharisees right in their misconception on the subject: 
he tells them that the difficulty arose entirely from their inatten- 
tion to the Scriptures, from their ignorance of the power of God, 
and of the state of human beings in Heaven. The argument 
drawn from the Scriptures is contained in v. 32., of which see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 560. By telling them that they 
knew not the power of God, our Lord intimates that he could 
effect, with the utmost ease, what they deemed to be impossible; 
and that they either did not allow, or could not comprehend his 
omnipotence in this respect is evident from St. Paul’s question, 
Acts xxvi. 7. Wuitsy, Lightroot, DoppripGe, GRortius. 


Ver. 24. Mwoie eivev’ dav tie x. tr. X. Deut. xxv. 5,6. The 
words of the Law are not quoted verbatim, but according to 
their sense. It was the intention of this injunction that the chil- 
dren produced by the second marriage should be reckoned in the 
genealogy of the deceased brother, and inherit his property. A 
similar law prevailed among the Athenians in respect to heiresses, 
who were not allowed to marry out of their kindred, in order 
that their estates might be preserved to their families ; and by 
the same law, their nearest relations were obliged to marry them. 
Traces of the same custom are still found in the East, as modern 
travellers inform us. The verb éxvyauPpebev is properly used 
of the intermarriage of relations, from yauBpdéc. KurNnoE., A. 
CLARKE. 


Ver. 29. rac yoapac. Ithas been supposed that the Penta- 
teuch only is here intended, but there is no ground for the opi- 
nion maintained by some commentators, that the Sadducees did 
not receive the whole of the Scriptures of the O. T. See Horne. 
The question proposed to Jesus depended upon the injunctions 
of the Mosaic law, and consequently he chose to reply to it from 
the same quarter, (Exod. iii. 6.) not, however, because the other 
books would have had less weight with them. KurnoEt. 


Ver. 30. ore yanovor x. t.X. There was considerable dif-, 
ference of opinion among the Rabbins on this point, some main- 
taining that there was eating and drinking and marrying in 
heaven, and others agreeing in the statement of Christ. ‘The de- 
claration that the saints in heaven shall be we ayyeAou, or, ac- 
cording to Luke, iséyyeXor, does not imply that there will be an 
equality between them and the angels generally, but that merely, 
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like them, they shall not be subject to bodily appetites, but be- 
come pure and immortal spirits, so that matrimony will be no 
longer necessary as the means of repairing the wastes of mortality 
by the production of new generations. With the argument of 
our Lord in the next verse, that of Manasse Ben Israel, (de 
Resur. Mort. 1. 10. 6.) is strikingly parallel: When the Lord 
first appeared to Moses we read that he said, I am the God of 
thy fathers, the God of Abraham, &c. But God is not a God of 
the dead, who are not, but of the living, who are: hence we 
justly infer, that the souls of the Patriarchs are still in exist- 
ence. Similar modes of reasoning are frequent in the Talmud; 
and the Jews had a maxim that there was no place for them in 
the world to come who say that the resurrection cannot be proved 
out of the law: Avoda Sara, p. 18, 1. Sanhedrim, p. 90, 1. 
KutInoEet, WETSTEIN, SCHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 36. mola évrody) peyadn tv tr vou; Upon this the 
Jewish doctors were greatly divided, some contending for the 
law of circumcision, others for that of sacrifices, and others for 
that of the phylacteries: and though they were for the most part 
agreed that the law of the Sabbath was to give place to that of 
circumcision, they were still undecided as to which of the rest 
the preference should be given, except that they considered the 
ceremonial observances of the greatest importance. The ques- 
tion proposed, therefore, is not unlike that of the young ruler, 
(Matt. xix. 16.) and it may possibly have been dictated by the 
same motive. The words wepaZwy, v. 35. and éxt 7d avrd, v. 
34. seem indeed to intimate that the Pharisees now assembled, 
with the lawyer in their company, were following up the insi- 
dious design of entangling Jesus in his talk. At the same 
time the verb wepaw does not necessarily require to be taken 
in a bad sense, as is evident from 1 Kings x. 1. and with aird 
some commentators supply ywpvov, so that no evil intention may 
have existed at all. It is certain, at all events, from the conclud- 
ing part of the transaction, as related in Mark xii. 32—34. that 
if it did exist, it was eventually relinquished ; and this is perhaps 
the more probable supposition. Our Lord in his reply decided 
in favour of the moral law; and the Lawyer was so fully per- 
suaded of the truth of his decision as to admit that an adherence 
to its precepts was more than whole burnt-offerings and sa- 
crifices. At the same time, with his usual prudence, he did not 
neglect the ceremonial law, for this very commandment of the 
love of God was written upon their phylacteries. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 403. In calling it the first and great com- 
mandment, he intimated that the object of it was the first and 
greatest of all beings, so that its duties must have the precedence 
over every other: it was so called, moreover, because the love 
of God is the source of every other Christian grace, and the only 
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motive sufficiently powerful to subdue our passions, to carry us 
through the trials, and to support us under the temptations by 
which we are on all sides surrounded. Licurroor, Wuirsy, 
Porteus, Kuinoen. The citation is from Deut. vi. 5., of the 
- variation from which in the Evangelists and the LXX see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 211. Of the vourcot also, (E. T. 
Lawyers,) see the same work, Vol. III. p. 376. Observe also 
that woiais for ric, as in Matt. xix. 18., and weyaAn for peyton, 
as in Matt. v. 10. 


Ver. 39. dpota avtn. Is like unto it; i. e. springs out of it, is 
closely connected with it, and equally obligatory upon the Chris- 
tian : and by quoting it with the former our Lord refuted a notion 
to which the Pharisees were fondly attached, that the observance 
of one excellent precept of the law would excuse the transgression 
of the rest. The term neighbour, as employed in the Scriptures, 
is of very extensive import, including not only kindred, friends, 
and countrymen, but even our enemies, as appears from the pa- 
rable of the good Samaritan. It has been objected, that in this 
view of the case the precept is impossible, and contrary to that 
principle of self-love which God himself has implanted in our 
breast. Be it observed, that we are not told to love our neigh- 
bours as much as, but simply as ourselves; the particle w¢ im- 
plying not equality in degree, but similarity in kind. The pre- 
cept, therefore, merely enjoins that we treat all men at all times 
as we would wish under similar circumstances to be treated our- 
selves; thus exactly corresponding with the divine rule which 
Christ had before delivered in Matt. vii. 12. Doppriper, 
WuitsBy, PortTevs. 


Ver. 40. xouavra. Some have supposed that this verb has 
a metaphorical allusion either to the custom of suspending their 
laws in a public place, or generally, to hanging any thing to a 
large nail or wooden pin, such as were usually built up at the 
same time with the wall, in Jewish houses. See Isaiah xxii. 23. 
Ezra ix. 8. But the expression is common in all languages in 
relation to things closely connected with each other, or originat- 
ing in another as a first principle. Compare Gen. xliv. 30. 
Judith viii. 24. So Philo, T. I. p. 420. &v ai rod tOvove expé- 
navro. Cic. in Pison. 41. In sententiis omnium civium famam 
nostram fortunamque pendere. Kutnort, Grorius, Ensner, 
Werstrin.—[Le Circ, Wuirsy.] It must not be inferred 
from this declaration of our Lord that these two precepts, great 
and important as they are, constitute the whole of the Christian 
system. In that we find many essential improvements’ of the 
moral law, as may be seen at once in the Sermon on the Mount. 
We find also many distinguishing doctrines of Christianity, par- 
ticularly those of a resurrection, of a day of judgment, of the 
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atonement made for sin by the sacrifice of Christ, of sanctifica- 
tion by the Holy Spirit, and of justification by faith in the merits 
of a Redeemer. We must not, therefore, content ourselves with 
observing the two leading commandments, of love to God, and 
love to man, but we must look to the whole of our religion, at- 
tend to every branch of our duty to God, our neighbour, and 
ourselves, and finally repose all our hopes of salvation on the 
merits of Jesus Christ. PorTEus. 


Ver. 42. rod Aavid. This was a thing well known among the 
Jews. See on Matt. i.1. They expected also that as a temporal 
prince he would be a much greater man than David, but still that 
he would be a mere man, possessed of no higher nature than that 
which he derived from his earthly progenitors. It was the inten- 
tion of our Lord, in proposing this question to them, to intimate 
that there was in his character, as pourtrayed by David and the 
prophets, something more exalted than they were aware of; and 
though he does not expressly assert his divinity, there can be no 
doubt as to the inference which must necessarily follow from his 
reasoning. He may also have intended to put an end to the 
captious questions of his opponents by exposing their own igno- 
rance of the Scriptures, and especially of the prophecies relating 
to the Messiah. ‘Their acknowledged belief that he was to be 
the descendant of David is a remarkable proof against them that 
the Messiah is come. Their families are now so perfectly con- 
fused that they cannot trace back a single genealogy with any 
degree of certainty, nor have they been capable of ascertaining 
the different families of their tribes for more than 1,600 years. 
Why then should prophecy be so clear and distinct on this head, 
if the Messiah was not to appear till the public registers were all 
demolished, so as to render it impossible to ascertain the fact? 
Is it not evident that God had fixed his advent at a time when 
his descent could be ascertained ; and that the Evangelists Mat- 
thew and Luke were directed by inspiration to furnish this proof 
from the public registers, which were in existence at the time 
when their Gospels were published? No Jewish writer has 
ever attempted to invalidate this argument, and for this plain 
reason—because it was impossible. It has been attempted, in- 
deed, to evade the passage which our Saviour here cites from 
Psalm cx. 1. by referring it to David himself, to Abraham, or to 
Ezekiel; but it is clear that the Jews in our Lord’s time ascribed it 
to the Messiah, or he would not have alleged it to this end, much 
less would he have silenced his opponents by so doing. The 
LXX, it is true, inscribe the Psalm rq Aafie, but other inter- 
preters, and the Jews themselves, translate 717 in the genitive; 
and without this rendering no Psalms whatever can be attributed 
to David. CAMPBELL, A. CLARKE, WuitTBy, Grortius. 
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Ver. 43, xbo.ov. This word, corresponding with the He- 
brew 1)TX, adon, signifying Lord or Master, was a term imply- 
ing an acknowledgment of superiority in the person to whom it 
was addressed, and therefore never given to inferiors, though 
sometimes perhaps, out of courtesy, to equals.- Upon this then 
the argument of our Saviour depends. An independent mo- 
narch, such as David, acknowledged no Lord or Master but 
God; far less would he bestow that title upon a son or descen- 
dant: and consequently the Messiah, being so called by him 
under the influence of the Spirit, and therefore acknowledged as 
his superior, must be divine. In the next verse the same word, 
Képiog (in the nominative) is used by the Evangelists to express 
the Hebrew 11’, Jehovah. Though this is a proper name, and 
not an appellative, the LX X, from a superstitious notion which 
~ the Jews entertained, that it was dangerous to pronounce it, have 
thought fit always so to render it, and the Jews to this day always 
read adon where they find Jehovah. Hence the writers of the 
N. T., in quoting from the O. T., have generally adopted the 
method of the LXX in this respect, frequently using their very 
words: nor can any objection be raised against them on this 
ground. It seemed good to infinite wisdom under the old dis- 
pensation to distinguish himself as the God of his chosen people 
by an appropriate name, in opposition to the gods of the sur- 
rounding nations, all of whom were called indifferently gods and 
lords ; but under the Gospel, wherein all such distinctions were 
to be abolished, it was proper that there should remain nothing 
which might appear to represent God as a national or local 
deity. It has been proposed, by an alteration of the points, to 
render ‘J7N9 also, to which rq xvpty pov answers in the Gospel, 
to the Lord, instead of to my Lord, as inthe E. T. This, how- 
ever, would clearly destroy the force of our Saviour’s argument. 
CampBELL, Grorius, Kurnoet. Of the import of the phrase 
KabjoOa tk deEr@v see on Matt. xx. 20. 
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CHAPTER XXIII. 


Contents :— The disciples warned against the example of the 
Scribes and Pharisees, and exhorted to humility, vv. 1—12. 
[Mark xii. 38. Luke xx. 45,] Christ severely reproaches the 

~ Scribes and Pharisees for their intolerance, v. 13. rapacity, 

 y. 14, false zeal, v. 15. superstition in oaths and tithes, vv. 
16—23. hypocrisy, wv. 24—28. cruelty, vw. 29—33. Their 
destruction foretold, vv. 34—36. Christ's lamentation over 

© Jerusalem, vy. 87—39. 


Verse 2. Mwotwe xabédpac. The Jewish doctors always 
taught sitting. Some understand the chair of Moses of legis- 
lative authority, but without any sufficient reason. It was pro- 
bably so called ,because it was that from which the books of 
Moses were read and explained, so that he seemed to dictate 
from thence. There may possibly be an allusion to the pulpits 
which Ezra made for the expounders of the law, (Neh. viii. 4.) 
and which were afterwards retained in the Synagogue. It is 
evident that the injunction given in the next verse must be un- 
derstood with certain limitations. Our Lord certainly did not 
mean that the traditions of the Scribes, which they considered 
superior to the law, were binding upon the people, but simply 
that they should observe all those things which they read from 
the Law and the Prophets, and whatever they taught con- 
sistently with them. Compare infra vv. 16. 18. 23. Matt. xv. 4. 
sqq. xvi. 6. 12, Had he meant, as the Romanists contend, to 
assert their infallibility, and to require an absolute submission to 
their dictates, he must have condemned himself, as it was known 
he was. rejected by them. Doppriper, KuinorL, Wuirspy.— 
[Licgutroot.] The name Pharisees being the appellation of a 
sect, it cannot be supposed that all the party sat in Moses’ chair, 
but merely the Doctors of the sect. Hence the phrase Seribes 
and, Pharisees must be a Hebraism for Pharisean Scribes. 
Macknieut. Much information on the subject of this chapter 
will be found in the account of the Jewish Sects, Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. pp. 367. sqq. See also pp. 253. 403. 482. 


Ver. 4. popria Bapéa. See on Matt. xi. 29. These burdens 
are also mentioned in the Jewish writers under the name of 
strokes oy severities. In the Talmudic tract Sotah, III. 4. 
R. Joshua reckons among the things that destroy the world the 
strokes (IN3'2) of the Pharisees, and a crafty wicked man; in 
illustration of which the Gemara observes, By the strokes of the 
Pharisees he means superfluous worship and troublesome rites, 
entroduced by them underhand into the Jewish religion, and by 
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the crafty wicked man some understand one that prescribes light 
things to himself and heavy to others. So Maimonides: They 
call the additaments by which they made the law heavy strokes 
or severities. Hammonn, Licnrroor. The verb dsopede sig- 
nifies to te up a bundle, and it is here used in allusion to those 
who lade and drive beasts of burden: they first make or bind up 
their loads and then lay them on their backs. Theophrastus 
(Charact. II.) mentions among the characteristics of a wicked 
man, 7d 7p axodovOy exOeivar weiZov pootiov 7) Sivarat péoetv. 
Macxnieut, AuBerti. The phrase te daxriAw kivijoat is pro- 
verbial, and of the same import with dkow rq daxrérAy &bacBar, 
which is frequently used by Greek writers of those who are un- 
willing to exert themselves in any undertaking. Compare Aris- 
toph. Lysist. 365. AZlian V. H. XII. 1. Philo. I. p. 297, 33, 
So in Latin, digito attingere. Some have understood our Lord 
to allude not to the neglect of the Pharisees themselves in ob- 
serving these minute precepts, but to their tenaciously exacting 
them of others: but this is not the force of the proverb, the real 
import of which is fully explained by the assertion in v. 3. Aé- 

ove. yap, Kal ov Tolovat. WeETSTEIN, ELSNER, KurInoEL.— 

Wuitsy. | 


Ver. 5. xodomeda. We are not to.understand our Lord as 
condemning the use of these fringes, but merely the spiritual 
pride of those who wore them of an immoderate size for the pur- 
pose of ostentation. Moses had positively commanded the Jews 
to wear them, and Christ himself did not hesitate to comply with 
the law in this respect. See on Matt. ix. 9. Neither are the 
phylacteries themselves condemned, although it is not so evident 
that they originated in any divine institution. In Deut. vi. 8. 
indeed, and Exod. xiii. 9. 16. God commands the Israelites to 
bind the words of the Law as a sign upon their hands, and as 
frontlets between their eyes. But although the later Jews, and 
among them Josephus, understood this precept literally, it was 
perhaps only a strong metaphor, and so it is explained by Je- 
rome. Compare Prov. iii. 3. vi. 21. Isaiah xlix. 16. The pre- 
cept, indeed, by a comparison with Deut. xi. 18. seems to have 
reference to the whole law, in which case it can only be taken 
figuratively. Wuirspy, Grorius. 


Ver. 7. pat. This was a title which none of the prophets 
had ever received, nor any of the Jewish doctors, till the time of 
Hillel and Schammai, but during our Lord’s ministry it was 

reatly affected by the Pharisees, who wished to be regarded as 

infallible oracles in matters of religion. See on Matt. xix. 17. 

Sometimes, also, they were saluted by the disciples with the ap- 

pellation of father and guide, to which our Lord alludes in vv. 

9, 10., and some were even ee by all the three names 
T 
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together, as appears from the fiction in Maccoth, p. 44. that 
when King Jehoshaphat saw the disciple of a wise man he rose 
from his throne, and embraced him, and said, Abbi, Abbi! Rabbi, 
Rabbi! Mori, Mori! i.e. Father, Father! Rabli, Rabbi! 
Guide, Guide ! To these rabbis they ascribed the highest and 
most incontestible authority, (Rom. ii. sqq.) so high, indeed, as 

. to prevail against that of the king or the high-priest. See Joseph. 
Ant. XIII. 23. XVIII. 2. Inv. 9. there may possibly be an 
allusion to the father of the Sanhedrim. Wuirsy, Hammonp, 
Lieutroot. The old reading in this verse is kaOnyhtne, as in 
y. 10., but a great number of MSS. and Fathers have édacxadoc, 
which is incomparably the best reading, although Griesbach 
considers it a marginal gloss. It not only removes an evident 
tautology, but it is the word by which the Hebrew °17 was 
always translated by the Hellenists. Compare Matt. vii. 19. 
xiii. 38. Something more is clearly meant by caOnynrne, guide, 
than by d:dacxaXoe, teacher. The sentiments, indeed, are nearly 
allied; but, unless there had been some difference, it would have 
been no occasion for recurring to a different and even unusual 
term. In order to enforce the warning against an unlimited ve- 
neration for the decisions of men, such as the Rabbins expected 
from their disciples, Christ puts it in a variety of lights, and prohi- 
bits an implicit reliance upon any human teacher, and the admission 
of any doctrine which does not emanate from him or from God. 
The very uncommonness of the word xa8nyitne, which occurs 
in no other place in the N. T., shews an effort to say something 
more than is contained in the preceding words. In some MSS, 
also, 6 Xotorbc is omitted, and in others the clause waévrec 83 
vusic adeApol tore is found at the end of the next verse, by which 
transposition the connection of the sentiment is certainly more 
natural than in the common arrangement. CaMPBELL, GROTIUS. 
—[Grirssacu, LoEsNeER. ] 


Ver. 11. 6 2 pew x. r.A. Compare Matt. xx. 25, 26. The 
sentiment in the next verse was a maxim not only among the 
Jews, in whose writings it frequently occurs, but also with other 
nations. Compare Prov. xv. 33. xvi. 18. xxix. 23. So Polyb. V. 
26. Boaxetc yao On wavy kaipol, wavtac piv avOowmove we éeti- 
may vpovar, Kat TaAdwv ramevovor’ pddrtora 8: Tove év TOIC Baat- 
Azloc. By Christ, however, it is applied in a spiritual sense, 
and there is no one sentiment which is so frequently repeated by 
him, and enforced with such earnestness, not only upon his 
Apostles, but upon Christians in general. See Mark ix. 35. x. 
43, 44. Luke xiv. 11. xviii. 14. xxii. 26. John xiii. 14. and 
compare 1 Pet. v. 6. Grorius, RapHetius, DoppRiIpDGE. 


Ver. 13. Ovat 82 ipiv x. 7. X. In this and the following de- 
nunciations our Lord apostrophises the Scribes and Pharisees as 
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if they were present, though it should seem from v. 1. that they 
had departed, unable to solve the question proposed to them at 
the end of the last chapter. At all events, he was now no longer 
under any restraint from fear of personal violence, as the close of 
his ministry was approaching ; and he did not therefore hesitate, 
in the most plain and solemn manner, to reprove their excessive 
wickedness, their gross hypocrisy, and their shameless perver- 
sion of the law of God to the most abandoned purposes. In the 
E. T., and in some MSS, this verse is transposed with the fol- 
lowing, and in others it is omitted altogether. From the change 
in the construction, which should have been kat rpocedxeo0e, it 
may probably be an interpolation from Mark and Luke; but 
Griesbach, though he omitted it in his first edition, has been in- 
duced, by the preponderance of MS. authority, to restore it in his 
second. In order to give the sense intended by our Lord, the 
conjunction «kai must bear the sense of zdque :— Ye devour wi- 
dows’ houses, and this too under the mask of superior sanctity. 
Kurnoet, Macknicut, Grortius. 

Ibid. bri xareoPiere x. 7. X. This sect, says Josephus, (Ant. 
XVII. 3.) prided themselves in a more exact knowledge of the 
law, on which account the women were subject to them, we rd 
Ociov toccTo.ovpévwy, as pretending to enjoy the peculiar fa- 
vour of God. The same historian relates (B. J. I. 5.) that they 
employed the same means to insinuate themselves into the favour 
of Queen Alexandra. With respect to their long prayers, there 
is a passage in Beracoth, p. 32, 2. wherein R. Joshua Ben Levi 
directs the truly religious to pray nine hours a day. See also on 
Matt. vi. 7. Wuitsy, Licutroot. The word oixia does not 
here signify merely a house, but generally an estate, property, 
in which sense oikoe is used in Hom. Od. A. 248. 251. (compare 
v. 375.) B. 64, Elian. H. V. X. 17. Joseph. B. J. VII. 11. In 
Gen. xlv. 18. LXX, the Hebrew MA is rendered by ra imap- 
xovra, and in Esth. viii. 1. by 60a iwijoxe. Homer uses pre- 
cisely the very metaphor employed by our Lord in Od. B. 237. 
eaetic: Bralwe Oikov Odvacjoc. KypPKE, KuINOEL. 


Ver. 14. Sre xAclere x. t. A. In the parallel passage, Luke 
xi. 52. the expression is joare tiv KAcida Tig yveoeuws, in allu- 
sion to the custom of the Rabbins, who carried a key as the em- 
blem of knowledge and instruction. Hence it is related in Se- 
machoth, §. 8. that when R. Samuel the Little died, his key and 
his tablets were hung on his tomb, because he died childless. 
The Pharisees prevented the reception of the Gospel—for such 
is the intention of the metaphor—by their misinterpretation of 
the ancient prophecies respecting the Messiah, and their conse- 

uent rejection of his claims, (John ix. 16.) by their example, 
Crohn vil. 48.) by their authority, (John ix. 22.) and in short, by 
using their utmost endeavours to hinder the people from repent- 
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ing of their sins, and believing the Gospel. ScHOETTGEN, 
Wuirtsy, Macknieur. 


Ver. 15. mwepiayere tiv Oadaccay and rv Enoav. This ex- 
pression is proverbial, indicative of the most unremitting and in- 
defatigable exertions. So Philetas ap. Stob. Tit. 250. rey aiet 
ToAsw yauie bate 762 Aaddoone. Lucan Pharsal. V. 262. querts 
terraque marique His ferrum jugulis. Somewhat similar is the 
Latin proverb, Omnem Lapidem movere: Anglice, To leave no 
stone unturned. With the adjective Enod, in the feminine, yi 
must be supplied, as réSov with the more usual ellipsis of Enpow 
in the neuter. So Herod. II. 68. lian. Hist. An. V. 33. 
Precisely similar is the omission of @4Xacca with the adjective 
éyoa in Hom. Il. K. 27. See my note in loc. So we find sie- 
cum, subaud. solum, in Virg. Georg. I. 363. and léguidum, 
subaud. mare, in Horat. Sat. I. 1.54. The zeal of the Jews in 
making proselytes was so remarkable that it passed into a_pro- 
verb among the Heathen. Hor. Sat. I. 4. Ae veluti te Judai 
cogemus in hanc concedere turbam. » Of the different kinds of 
proselytes see Horne. Muntus, Patarret, Kurnoet, Mack- 
NIGHT. 

Ibid. visv yevene. A child of Hell; i. e. in the Hebrew 
idiom one deserving of, or doomed to, Hell. So in 1 Sam. xx. 
31. 2 Sam. xii. 5. LXX. vide Oavadrov, morte debitus. It has 
been proposed to render durAdrepov in this passage deceitful, 
rather than two-fold, as in the EK. T. and other versions: but 
although it is true that adwAove sometimes signifies sincere, and 
that durAote, on the contrary, occasionally implies fraudulent, 
crafty, as the Latin duplex in Horat. Od. 1.6., still it cannot be 
so rendered in the present instances. The notion of guilt is 
sufficiently implied in the expression vide yeévyne, in which vide, 
supplying the place of the adjective a&coc, plainly indicates the 
adverbial usage of durAdérepov. In confirmation of this point it 
is sufficient to refer to the passage quoted from Justin. M. in 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 370., where: the original Greek is 
currAdTEpov buoV BAacpypovory sic TO Svoua avTov. GROTIUS, 
Kurnort.—|[Kypxe.] Of the Jewish opinions respecting oaths, 
which our Saviour reprobates in the seven following verses, see 
on Matt. v. 33. sq. By the gold, v. 16. we are not to under- 
stand the ornamental decorations of the temple, but the money 
set apart for sacred purposes, called by the Greeks ava@iuara, 
and by the Latins donarta, Licutroot, Grotius. 


Ver. 23.. drt am@odecaroute k. t. A. The Jewish law set apart 
for the priests a tenth of all fruits, and of such produce of the 
ground as could be comprehended under the name of revenue. 
See Levit. xxvii. 40; Numb. xviii. 21. Deut. xiv. 22. In their 
observance of this law the Pharisees affected the most scru- 
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pulous exactness, paying~tithe even of the most insignificant 
herbs, such as our Lord here specifies, and which seem to have 
been usually passed over as of little or no value. It is to be 
observed, however, that Christ does not discommend this exact- 
ness, but complains, that while they were so precise in these 
matters, which were comparatively unimportant, they neglected. 
the more essential commandments of the law, and substituted 
frivolous and insignificant observances in the place of a moral 
and religious life: and this remark will also apply tothe other 
woes denounced in the chapter. The first of the herbs here 
mentioned, 7dtocpor, is the well known garden mint, so called 
from its fragrant smell: by avnfov the dill is meant, and not the. 
anise, as it is rendered by our translators, who were probably 
misled by the similarity of sound; anise in Greek is avicov. 
Cummin, xipuvov, is a disagreeably pungent plant, and so little 
regarded by the ancients as to be used by them to express what- 
ever was worthless and insignificant. Hesych. xémuwov* rovro 
tat puxodAoyov Erarrov. Hence a miser was sometimes called 
kupivoroiothe. See Hemsterhuis on Arist. Plut. p. 193. That 
these herbs are not particularized, except for the purpose of il- 
lustration, is clear from Luke xi. 42., where they are varied, and 
wav Aaxavov is added. The verb arodcxaredev is an Hel- 
lenistic word, which is not to be found in any classical author, 
but was formed to represent the Hebrew WY, osher, which sig- 
nifies both to take tithe and to pay tithe. In the former sense it 
occurs in 1 Sam. viii. 15. 17. Neh. x. 385. Heb. vii. 5. viii. 2. 
and in the latter, which it bears also in this passage, in Gen. 
xxviii. 22. Deut. xiv. 22. Luke xi. 42. xviii. 12. Kurnozt, 
CAMPBELL, SCHLEUSNER. 

Ibid. xpiow, tdeov, wiotw. E. T. judgment, mercy, and 
faith. Luke xi. 42. riv xptow Kai rv ayarny rov Ocov, judg- 
ment and the love of God. Hence it appears that our Lord in- 
tended to reprove the Pharisees for their neglect both of their 
social and religious duties. By the word xofovc, therefore, must 
be understood justice, i. e. the giving to all their due; by Xzc, 
charity, i. e. a feeling for the wants and calamities of others, and 
areadiness to relieve them; and by wforic, not as some would 
render it, fidelity or probity, but trust in God, and. confidence in 
his mercy. Perhaps, indeed, wéoric, as it admits of both these 
senses, may include both in this passage. Compare Rom. iii. 3. 
Gal. v. 22. Col. i. 4. Tit. ii. 10. 1 Pet. i. 21. There is most 
‘probably an allusion to Mécah vi. 8. Compare also fos. ii. 19. 
The expression is not unlike Hor. Od. I. 24. 6. cut Pudor, et 
Justitia soror Incorrupta Fides, nudaque veritas, GROTIUS, 
HAMMOND. 


Ver. 24. oi dwAiZovrec x. tr. X. E. T. Ye strain at a gnat 
and swallow a camel. The word strain has here been under- 
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stood by manyas denoting to make an attempt to swallow, whereas 
the verb dwA/Zev means to filter, or percolate. It appears, in- 
deed, that by a typographical error at was substituted for ow in 
the edition of 1611, and the blunder has been regularly continued 
in the authorised version down to the present time. The expres- 
sion is proverbial, alluding to a custom which the Jews had of 
filtering their wine, that they might not inadvertently swallow 
any insect, forbidden by the law as unclean; of which descrip- 
tion was the kévwib, which seems to have been a small insect 
bred in the lees of wine, and thence called the culea vinarius. 
See Aristot. Hist. Anim. V. 19. . The Talmudists also speak of 
jabhkuskin, or wine gnats; and Maimonides, (de cib. vetit. I. 
20.) has a remarkable illustration of this passage: He who 
strains wine or vinegar or strong drink, and eats the wine gnats 
which he has strained off, deserves whipping. ‘That the Jews 
used to filter their wine appears also from Amos vi. 6. LXX, 
where we read of SwaAtcpévov otvoy, in a passage of which the 
scope is not very different from the present. Our Lord applies 
the expression to those who are superstitiously anxious in avoid- 
ing small faults, yet did not scruple to commit the greatest sins. 
There is a proverb somewhat similar in Beracoth: He omits — 
years, but computes months with exactness. Some would trans- 
late canAov a cable here also, as well as in Matt. xix. 24.; and 
others incline to the version of 1727, which renders it a beetle : 
but there is no authority for any such variation, not to mention 
that the Jews had a proverb of swallowing an elephant, the ana- 
logy of which is ample authority for retaining the usual sense of 
the word. A. Cuarke, KuInoEL, WETSTEIN, SCHOETTGEN.— 
[Doppriper.] In calling the Pharisees blind guides, éényor 
tupAot, Christ in all probability alludes to some of the more os- 
tentatious of the sect, who were wont to appear in public with 
bandages on their eyes, under the canting pretence of not even 
looking upon iniquity, lest they should be defiled. Hence they 
frequently met with severe contusions from striking against walls, 
and sometimes were seen in the streets covered with blood. 
This practice, however, was reprobated by the sect in general ; 
and the Talmudist, who describes it, censures it as hypocritical, 
and intended not to glorify God, but to deceive men. See 
Anich, p. 127. 4. ScHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 25. Ort kaBagiZere x. tr. X. Of the frequent purifications 
of cups and vessels used at meals among the Jews, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 337. There are several instances of their 
exactness in this point in the Talmud: Schabbath, p. 118. 1. 
The metaphor here employed is sufficiently obvious. In their 
external deportment these hypocrites took especial pains to ap- 
pear strict and virtuous, while they neglected to purify the inward 
man from the moral stains of extortion and injustice. Before 
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yéuovar the words rorfptov kai wapoiic are omitted with a view to 
conciseness, and for the same reason the metaphor is preserved 
through the next verse, instead of being explained by a direct 
declaration of the lesson intended by it. The reading a8c«tac, 
which Griesbach has adopted in the place of axoactac, upon the 
authority of a multitude of the best MSS. and versions, and se- 
veral of the Fathers, is unquestionably correct. It suits much 
better with the character of the Pharisees, who are never accused 
of intemperance, though often of injustice; and indeed the 
former vice is rarely found with those who make great preten- 
sions to religion. Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 1. 3. ore yao Papicaion 
Thy Starrav eEevreAlZovary, oveey tic Td padakwrepov ipdisutees 
Licutroot, Grotius, CAMPBELL, KuINOoEL. 


Ver. 27. &rt mapopordZere x. 7. X. By the law of Moses, 
(Numb. xix. 16.) if any one touched a sepulchre he was thereby 
rendered unclean: hence their tombs were always whitewashed, 
and the fifteenth of the month Adar was annually set apart, 
among other things, for rewashing those which had become in- 
discernible. So the Talmud, in Schekalim I. 1. The generality 
‘were merely marked with the likeness of bones, (Hzeh. xxxix. 
15.) but those of the more opulent, to which our Saviour here 
alludes, were doubtless ornamented with considerable splendour. 
See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 528. In this woe, therefore, 
the Pharisees are represented as polluted with the grossest vices, 
however holy they might appear by their exactness in the exter- 
nals of religion, insomuch that by the contagion of their ex- 
ample they defiled all who had any intercourse with them. But 
the denunciation in Luke xi. 44. where they are likened to the 
pujpea adnda, (of which see Horne, whi supra,) refers to the 
contamination which they spread around, infecting those who un- 
warily approached them. Some, indeed, suppose that the appli- 
cation in this passage is the same as in St. Luke, and that the 
tombs are here called wpato: for the same reason that they are 
called aénAa there, the herbs and grass which conceal them con- 
tributing at the same time to render them apparently beautiful. 
But this interpretation is exceedingly far fetched and unsatis- 
factory. Ligutrroor, Macxnicut.—[Wuitsy, Hammonp.] 


Ver. 29. drt oixosopeire x. tr. X. Not only the Jews, but the 
ancients generally, were wont to testify their respect for the me- 
mory of the illustrious dead by repairing and beautifying their 
tombs. What Vitringa (de Synag. p. 221.) tells us of the ex- 
traordinary honours paid to the sepulchre of Mordecai; and the 
account in Josephus, (Ant. XVI. 7. 1.) of.the splendid manner 
in which Herod repaired that of David, mentioned in Acts ii. 29., 
are pleasing illustrations of this custom. St. Jerome also, (Epist. 
de Mort. Paul.) speaks of several tombs of the holy men of the 
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O. T. as. still in existence in his time, which must undoubtedly 
have been erected or rebuilt long after their death. That the prac- 
tice also prevailed among other nations, see Diod. Sic. XI. 83. 
fflian. V. H. XII. 7. Thucyd. III. 59. Arrian, Exped. VII. 29. 
Xenoph. Mem. II. p. 587. Hellen. VI. p. 465. It cannot be 
supposed, therefore, that our Lord intended to discountenance 
the practice, but to reprove the hypocrisy of the Pharisees in 
pretending a veneration for their ancient prophets, which they 
really did not feel. Neither is it probable that our Lord in- 
tended to insinuate that they rebuilt the sepulchres of the pro- 
phets not from any regard to the glory of God, or with the view 
of honouring the prophets themselves, but to do honour to their 
murderers, and to perpetuate the memory of their deeds, of which 
they secretly approved, to future generations. The connection 
of the passage is indeed somewhat intricate, but the following 
paraphrase is probably correct: ‘‘ Ye pretend indeed to vene- 
rate the memory of the prophets, whom your fathers destroyed ; 
and ye affirm that ye would not, had ye then lived, have con- 
sented to their murderous proceedings. Ye thus acknowledge 
that ye are by nature the children of their murderers, and I say 
that ye are also their children by disposition, as your conduct to 
me and my Apostles will prove, v. 34. Fill ye up then,” &c. 
The inference which our Lord intended to draw is not absolutely 
expressed, but it is evidently implied in the word vide, which 
not only signifies a son or descendant, but one of like manners 
or disposition with another. Compare Matt. v. 45. John viii. 44. 
In the parallel place of Luke there can be little doubt that the 
argument is the same, nor will any difficulty there present itself, 
according to the following translation: And truly ye attest and 
approve of the deeds of your fathers, even though they killed 
them, and you rebuild their sepulchres. Should this rendering, 
however, be deemed inadmissible, the words cat ovvSoxeire TOLG 
Zoyoe TOY Tatéowyv buwv may be included in a parenthesis, 
which, though somewhat abrupt perhaps, will be amply justified 
by a variety of examples. Compare Gen. xiii. 10. Exod. xii. 15. 
Cant. I. 5. Mark xii. 12. xiv. 28, 24. xvi. 3, 4. Luke v. 15,.16, 
17. Rom. iii. 5. 8. Rev. xx.12, 13. Le Curre, DoppripeGEr, 
Wurrsy, Grorius, Kuinoer, Exsner, &c.—[Macxnieur. | 


Ver. 32. xat tusic tAnNowoare kK. Tt. rX. This imperative is un- 
derstood by some commentators in the sense of the future; but 
the expression is rather to be considered as an ironical permis- 
sion, accompanied with a feeling of indignation, and leaving the 
persons to whom it is addressed, to experience the consequence 
of their own perverseness. A similar concession, indicative at 
the same time of severe reproof, is implied in the words Jf you 
will, you must ; which convey an unwilling assent to one obsti- 
nately determined to pursue his own wilful. indiscretions. This 
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species of irony is met with several times in Scripture, as 

1 Kings xxii. 22, 2 Kings ii. 17. Prov. vi. 32. and we have at 

least one other instance (Mark vii. 9.) of its having been used by 

‘our Saviour. Compare also Matt. xxvi. 45. John xiii. 27. 

Somewhat similar is Virg. Ain. IV. 381. I, sequere Italiam 

ventis. So Tacit. Hist. I. 41. Sil. Ital. IL. 256. Terent. Adelph. 

V. 3. 27. Campsett, WetTsTEIN, RosENMULLER, KutnorLt.— 

[Wuitsy, Grass, &c.] The expression here employed seems 

to imply that there is a certain height to which the iniquity of a 

nation is allowed to rise, encreasing with each succeeding gene- 

ration till the measure is full, and punishment is inflicted. The 

justice of such a procedure is evident from the circumstance that » 
the sins of a body politic can only be punished in this life, the 

proper punishment of national sins being national judgments, 

not only dissolving the transgressing state, but warning the na- 

tions of the world to submit with pious awe to the government of 
God. It may be remarked, also, that the anger of the Almighty, 

though slow, is always sure, and that he compensates for venge- 

ance delayed by the severity, of the stroke. Macxnicut, Gro- 

TIUS. 


Ver. 33. woe pbynte x. t.X. The phrase aropiyev kotya or 
xototv signifies to escape conviction in a court of judicature. Our 
Lord therefore would intimate that the obduracy of the Pharisees 
was so inveterate as to bring upon them not only the impending 
national calamity, but to give them little hope of acquittal at the 
day of judgment. Of the word yéevva see on Matt. v. 22. and 
of the expression yevyjpara éxwovev on Matt. in. 7. Rapne- 
Lius, Doppriper, Grotius. An argument has sometimes been 
drawn from our Lord’s expressions addressed to the Pharisees, 
and his denouncing woes against them, in justification of those 
censorious judgments and harsh appellations which men are too 
apt to apply to each other. But Christ was fully acquainted 
both with the dispositions and motives of these hypocrites; he 
knew their hearts, and the judgment which he passed upon them 
was that which his prophetical office required. In this know- 
ledge and capacity an ordinary man cannot imitate him, and 
therefore can derive from him no sanction in ordinary cases for 
any neglect of the precepts against rash judging, so distinctly 
stated in Matt. vii. 1. sqq. Macknieur. 


Ver. 34. 8a rovro. The import and reference of this formula 
has been much disputed: some would render zm the mean time, 
but without any sufficient authority; others connect it with the 
words immediately preceding, for thts cause, namely, that ye 
are serpents, &c.; others, again, refer it to v. 32.; and so Eu- 
thymius: dudre wédAsre TANQ@oat TO pérpov Tie Kaklac TOy Taré- 
owv tev. The most probable opinion, however, is, that: it 
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merely denotes transition, as in Matt. xiii. 52. xxii. 29. Mark 
xii. 24, At all events the meaning cannot be that he would 
send them prophets to be killed, that they might not escape the 
damnation of Hell, but on the contrary, that every possible 
means might be tried for their conversion. At the same time he 
knew that they would make light of their warnings, and draw ~ 
down upon them such terrible vengeance as would be a lasting 
monument of the divine displeasure to the end of time. In 
stating, however, that all the righteous blood which had been 
shed in former ages would be laid to their charge, he did not 
mean that every individual act of their ancestors would be visited 
upon them, but that of every species of cruelty, oppression, and 
murder which had been exemplified in times past, they of that 
- generation would be no less guilty, inasmuch as they had care- 
fully imitated, and even exceeded, all the most atrocious deeds 
of their forefathers from the beginning of the world. Nor ‘is 
there any hyperbole in this representation, as the account given 
by Josephus of their extreme national depravity will abundantly 
testify. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 382. sqq. Kutnoet, 
Macknicut, CAMPBELL. 

Ibid. roeophrac, cat copove, kal yoappareic. These and similar 
appellations were given by the Jews to their Doctors and Rab- 
bins, from whom they are transferred by Christ to his Apostles 
and their successors, partly in reference to the mpo@frag Kai 
Suafove in v. 32. and partly to insinuate that his messengers 
would be no less inspired, wise, and acquainted with the Scrip- 
tures than those whom they themselves honoured with these 
titles. Compare Luke xi. 49. In proof of the completion of our 
Lord’s prediction we may instance the stoning of Stephen, Acts 
vii. 59. the cutting off James with the sword, Acts xii. 2. the 
scourging of Peter and other Apostles, Acts v. and the persecu- 
tion of Paul and Barnabas from city to city. It has been ob- © 
served, indeed, that there is no positive record of the crucifixion 
of any Christian teacher before the destruction of Jerusalem. 
Probably Christ may have included himself in the prophecy, not 
to mention that the history which we now possess of those early 
times is far from complete, so that the names of many who suf- 
fered, in various ways, have not been transmitted to posterity. 
Kurnoet, Grotius. Before 2 avrwv must be supplied rivae, 
. ae Luke xi. 49, xxi. 16. John xvi. 17. See Matt. Gr. Gr. 


Ver. 35. Zaxaptov, viov Bapayiov. Considerable doubts have 
been agitated as to the individual of whom Christ speaks; and 
four persons bearing the name Zacharias have been severally 
considered by different commentators as particularly alluded to 
in this passage. - Some contend that Zachariah, one of the minor 
prophets, is meant; but although he states himself to have been 
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the son of Barachiah, (Zech. i. 1.) and however probable it may 
be that he was murdered by the Jews, (see Horne, Vol. IV. p. 
239.) there is no evidence, historical or traditional, of the fact. 
Yet more unsatisfactory is the conclusion in favour of the father 
of the Baptist, of whom indeed there was a tradition mentioned 
by some of the early Fathers, but rejected by Jerome, that he 
was killed in the temple; but he was neither the son of Bara- 
chias nor a prophet. Others, therefore, suppose that the Za- 
charias in question was a rich Jew, who was slain by the Jewish 
zealots in the temple a short time before the destruction of Jeru- 
salem: Joseph. B. J. IV. 6. 4. In this case, however, the verb 
épovevoare must be taken in a future acceptation, not to mention 
that this person was the son not of Barachias, but of Baruch, 
Bapotxouv; and that these names were perfectly distinct is clear 
from Neh. iii. 4. 20. LXX. In all probability, therefore, our 
Lord refers to the murder of another Zachariah, who was slain 
by the order of Joash, in the courts of the house of the Lord, 
2 Chron. xxiv. 21. This supposition is strongly confirmed by 
the consideration that as Abel was the first, so this Zacharias 
was the dast prophet and preacher of righteousness mentioned 
in the O. T. It is true that this Zacharias is said to have 
been the son of Jehotada ; but it was not unfrequent with the 
Jews to have two names, especially when the name of Jehovah 
entered into the composition of one of them: thus Jehoiakim is 
also called Eliakim, (2 Kings xxiii. 34.) and in the present in- 
stance the same meaning, viz. the praise of God, is conveyed 
under both appellations. Possibly, indeed, the words viov B. 
may be nothing more than the marginal gloss of some copyist, 
who took it for granted that the minor prophet was intended, 
whence they at length found their way into the text. Jerome ac- 
quaints us that the Nazarene Gospel had Jehoiada instead of 
Barachias. Grotius, Le Crierc, Wuirsy, Licurroot. — 
[Hammonp, Kress, &c.] By @voiacrhp.ov the altar of burnt 
sacrifice must certainly be intended, since the altar of incense 
was within the vade, or temple, properly so called. See Horne, 
and compare Jos. Ant. VIII. 4. 1. XV. 14. 5. The phrase 
2A\Oeiv tari tTiva, or Key éwt twa, as employed in this and the 
next verse, signifies to call for vengeance against one, for blood 
shed. Compare Acts v. 28. Hence, in the next verse, ratra 
wavra refers to the persecution of the Apostles mentioned in this, 
with a view of limiting the predicted punishment to the genera- 
tion then in existence. Itis well known that the total destruction 
of Jerusalem took place about forty years after. Of the use of 
the word yeved, as denoting a period of about thirty years, see 
my note on Hom. I], A. 250. Hammonp, Grortius. 


Ver. 37. ‘IegovoaAhu! ‘Iepovoadju! x. 7. A. With this apos- 
trophe our blessed Lord concludes the most spirited and solemn 
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of all his discourses, and having deemed it necessary to de- 
nounce in the most explicit terms the destruction which 
threatened the guilty city, his breast heaved with compassion at 
the prospect, and he lamented in the most moving manner the 
consequences of their guilt. The depth of this feeling is forcibly 
expressed in the repetition of the word Jerusalem, and the beau- 
tiful metaphor which is employed to represent the Saviour’s love 
for his chosen though rebellious people, and the earnestness with 
which he had used every means consistent with his own perfec- 
tions and the freedom of man, to effect their salvation. A similar 
emphasis is marked by the repetition of the word Ariel in Isaiah 
xxix. 1. Compare Aristoph. Acharn. 27. Pac. 245. Terent. 
Eunuch. I. 2. 11. With respect to the metaphor borrowed from 
the hen’s affection for her brood, we may compare Deut. xxxii. 
11. Isaiah xxxi. 5. Psalm xvii. 8. So also Eurip. Here. F. 71. 
ot 0 “HoakAaor ratdec, ove trd wrEepoic VHCw veoscode, dovie 
wc, bpeévy. There are like expressions in Asch. Eum. 1004. 
Eurip. Andr. 440. Herac. 10. Anthol. I. 87. 1. and in the 
Talmud, Vajikra R. §. 28. p. 168, 4. Of the figurative use of 
the noun récva in reference to cities and their inhabitants, we 
have examples in 2 Sam. xx. 19. Jerem. ii. 16. So also Arist. 
Ran. 1356. & Koirec, "Idac réxva. The frequent calls to re- 
pentance which the Jews had received under the O. T. and their 
perverse neglect of them, will be recognised among many other 
instances in Deut. xxiv. 13. xxxii. 29, 30. Prov. i. 24. Isaiah 
Ixv. 12. Jer. vii. 13. On points of construction we may notice 
the ellipsis of card before dv redrov, which is supplied in 
Acts xv. 11. and the plural 7)4sAfjoare in reference to ‘Ieoovea- 
Aju in the singular. With respect to the latter it is not unusual 
to connect the names of countries, in a collective sense, with 
verbs plural. So Aul. Gel. III. 7. Propter ejus virtutes omnis 
Grecia gloriam atque gratiam precipuam claritudinis inclytis- 
sime decoravere monuments, signis, statuis. ELSNER, GROTIUS, 
KuInoEL, WETSTEIN, PALaIReT. 


Ver, 38. By oixog in this verse some understand the temple, 
others the whole Jewish nation. That the Jews called their 
temple the house, kar’ oxiv, and the house of the sanctuary, 
and the everlasting house, is abundantly evident from their 
writings ; but, with the exception of Luke xi. 51. wherever the 
temple is meant in the N. T. the word @<oi, or the like, is always 
joined with oixoe to mark its signification. It is therefore better, 
in this place, to take it in the latter acceptation, as it is avowedly 
so used in a very similar prophecy of Jerem. xxii. 5. Aéye 6 
Kioloc, drt cig ohuwow Eorat 6 oixog ovToc. So Chrysostom. 
Tacay aVTwY THY avaTpoTY Tie ToALTElLae 2ohAOov. The Greeks 
also used the word oikoc, and the Latins domus, in the sense of 
patria, Compare Dionys. Perieg. v. 354. Catull. Attid. v. 29. 
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Cic. Attic. Epist. VII. 2. Sall. Cat. 44. Grorrus, Patarret, 
Exsner, CampspeLy.—{Dopprincr, Kurnort, Ros—ENMULLER. } 


Ver. 39. ov wh pe inte x. 7... The interpretations which 
have been given of this passage are many and various. Some 
suppose that our Lord intended to predict his removal from them 
until the destruction of their city, which is repeatedly called hes 
coming in the next chapter. In order to meet this exposition 
they would render fwe av eirnre, until ye would gladly say, i. e. 
until your calamities shall have convinced you of my Messiahship, 
and ye will wish that ye had joined in those acclamations which 
ye lately rebuked. Compare Matt. xxi. 9.16. In confirmation 
of this opinion it is urged, that when their destruction drew nigh 
they earnestly expected their Messiah, and readily followed 
those false teachers who promised them deliverance. See Joseph. 
B. J. VII. 30.. But to this it is an insuperable objection that 
the Jews do not yet acknowledge that their Messiah has arrived, 
the title 6 goydpuevoe being still prospective. Others, therefore, 
refer the prediction of Christ to the time of the conversion and 
restoration of the Jews, of which St. Paul speaks in Rom. xi. 
26. Butas this will take place before the last coming of Christ, 
it is perhaps more probable that our Lord alludes to his second 
advent in triumph at the end of the world. So Chrysostom: rijv 
yao pédXoveay juéoav Tie devtégpag avTov mapovolac tvravba 
Aéyet. Some time previous to this period his fostering care will 
be restored to them; they will receive him as their Messiah, and 
be ready to greet him with joyful acclamations at his glorious ap- 
pearing. The word dap should not be rendered henceforth, 
but after a while, i. e. after his ascension, as in Matt. xxvi. 64, 
and elsewhere. Grotius, Doppriper.—[Wuirsy, Mack- 
NIGHT, &c. ] 


CHAPTER XXIV. 


Contents :—Our Lord foretells the destruction of Jerusalem, 
_ yy. 1,2. The signs preceding, and the circumstances at- 
- tending that event, vv. 8-—31. [Mark xiii. 1. Luke xxi. 5.] 

The time indicated, and illustrated by the parable of the fig- 
tree, vv. 82—36. The uncertainty and suddenness of Christ's 

appearance a cause for watchfulness, vv. 31—44, The pa- 
- rable of the faithful and wicked servants, vv. 45—51. [Mark 
- xiii, 82, Luke xxi. 34.] 


: Verse 1. rae oixodopdg Tov ispow. Of the temple and its 
Various buildings and appurtenances see Horne, to whose ad- 
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mirable Introduction, Vol. III. pp. 24.555. the reader is referred 
for a proof of the fulfilment of our Lord’s emphatic prediction in 
the next verse, where he has also given (pp. 548. sqq.) a con- 
nected review of the whole of the prophecies contained in this 
chapter, and the parallel places of Mark and Luke ; so that little 
more will here be requisite than this general reference in regard 
‘to the illustration of the prophecy and its fulfilment. The de- 
livery of the prediction arose naturally out of the train of passing 
events. Christ had just pronounced in the temple his pathetic 
lamentation over Jerusalem, in which he had adverted to its ap- 
proaching desolation. In allusion to this his disciples direct his 
attention to its strength and magnificence, with a view, in all 
probability, to draw from him a more explicit declaration on the 
subject. ‘The destruction of their temple was an event which 
they could only connect in their imagination with the end of the 
world, or at least, with that great and awful change which they 
expected to take place in the constitution of the world at the 
Messiah’s advent. The Jews, in fact, applied the term ovvrté- 
Aza Tov aidvoc, the end of the world, or rather of the age, to 
two distinct periods: 1. the coming of their Messiah, in which 
acceptation it is used in v. 3., and explained by the synonymous 
expression rij¢ one, (i. €. Xorsrov) tapovatac. So also in Heb. 
ix. 26. 1 Cor. x. 11. and that the coming of Christ is frequently 
to be understood of his coming in judgment upon the Jews is suffi- 
ciently known. 2. The end of time, as in Matt. xiii. 39. 49. 
Xxviii. 20. and elsewhere. See also on Matt. xii. 32. There is 
little doubt, indeed, that our Lord had both these significations 
in view in the delivery of this prediction, for while the whole of 
the chapter relates in its primary acceptation to the destruction 
of Jerusalem, the forms of expression, and the images made use 
of, are applicable also to the day of judgment, to which there is 
unquestionably a secondary allusion. This is a very common 
practice in the prophetic writings, where two subjects are fre- 
quently carried on together, a principal and subordinate one. 
See Horne. By mingling together in the present instance the 
two important catastrophes of the destruction of the Jewish 
polity and the end of the world, our Lord not only gives a most 
interesting admonition to his immediate hearers, but extended 
the benefit of his prediction to every period of time, and to the 
whole Christian world. This remark will afford an easy solution 
to many difficulties. We may observe, in conclusion, that the 
three Gospels in which the prophecy is related were written and 
published before the destruction of Jerusalem, and that the 
writers were all dead before the event. There can, therefore, be 
no suspicion that it was inserted after it had happened, more 
especially as St. John, who alone survived the siege, does not 
recite it. Nerwton, RoseENMULLER, WHITBY, PorTEUS, Mack- 
NIGHT.—[Mepg, Sykes, Wotr, &c.] The negative particle ov 
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in the beginning of v. 2. is omitted by several MSS. versions, 
and Fathers, and it is very probably an interpolation. . 


Ver. 6. de yao wavra yevéoba x. 7. A. Some refer the verb 
dei to the counsel and determination of God; but the expression 
does nothing more than indicate the absolute certainty that the 
predicted events will precede the destruction of the Jewish state 
and nation. The word ré\o¢ corresponds with cuvréAsia Tov 
ai@voe in y. 3., so that our Lord’s words were intended to con- 
firm his disciples to this effect: Be not alarmed at these ru- 
mours, for the end will not arrive till all which I declare is ac- 
complished. A similar mode of expression occurs in Hom. II. 
B. 121. ré\ocg & ovaw ti répavra. Manil. I. 912. Nec dum 
Jinis erat : restabant Actia bella. KurxnorL, Wrtstrin, Gro- 
TIUS. 


Ver. 7. tyeo@hoera yao x. 7. X. To Mr. Horne’s illustration 
of this second sign it may be added that the Jews themselves 
say, in Sohar Kadash, p. 8, 4. In the times of the Messiah 
wars shall be stirred up in the world : nation shall rise against 
nation, and city against city. Again in Bereshith R. §. 42. p. 
41, 1. R. Eleazar, the son of Abina, said, When ye see king- 
dom rising against kingdom, then expect the immediate appear- 
ance of the Messiah. So also of the famines and pestilences in’ 
Perikta Soharta, p. 58,1. In the week in which the Son of. 
David comes there shall be a scarcity in the first year, in the 
second the arrows of famine shall fiy, and in the third there 
shall be a grievous famine. In Pertkta R. p. 28, 3. R. Levi 
said, In the times of the Messiah a pestilence will visit the 
world, and the wicked will be consumed by it. The words Arnot 
kai Aomot are not unusually joined together, not only from their 
similarity of sound, but because the one naturally produces the 
other. So Hesiod. Op. D. 240. péy émhyaye wijua Kooviwv, 
Amodv éuod cat Aomdv. Quint. Curt. IX. 10. Famem deinde 
pestilentia insecuta est, quippe insalubrium ciborum novi succe, 
ad hoc itineris labor, et egritudines animi vulgaverant morbos. 
Hence the proverb pera Ayov Aoysde. Compare 2 Chron. xx. 9. 
Jerem. xiv. 12. xxi. 7. Of earthquakes, as presaging times of 
distress, see Joel iii. 3, 4. Amos viii. 9. Sil. Ital. V. 615. Plin. 
N. H. II. 86. It is, therefore, incorrect, as well as unnecessary, 
to understand ceopuot metaphorically. Grorius, WerstEIn, 
Kurnoet.—[Kyrxke, Lozsner. | 

Ibitl. xara réwovce. EK. T. in divers places, rightly. So 
Polyb. III. 53. card péon St kal kata térovc. Thucyd. IIT. 30. 
kar oiklac. IV. 55. cara xeépac. Some, however, understand 
in all places ; subaud. éxdorove, which is supplied in Zach. iv. 
16. So kar’ zroe, every year, in Luke ii. 42. But this inter- 
pretation can only be admitted upon the supposition that history 
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has not recorded every instance of calamities which happened, 
which indeed, upon any consideration, is more than probable. 
Rapuetivs, WeTstEeIn, Le Crerc, KurmNoet. 


Ver. 8. apy} diver. Supply the words pdévoy and tora. 
Eurip. Med. 60. tv dox@ wijma, Kat oddirw peoot. The noun 
wdivec signifies the pangs of child-birth, to which severe afflic- 
tions are frequently compared, not only in the Scriptures, but in 
other writers. See my note on Hom. Il. A. 270. Grotius, WeEt- 
STEIN. 


Ver. 9. rére mapadwoover x. 7.4. In Luke xxi. 12. it is said, 
before these things ; but in this there is no inconsistency, for the 
persecutions of the Christians commenced shortly after our 
Lord’s ascension, and continued to rage with increasing fury 
long after the destruction of Jerusalem. Of this sign, the parti- 
culars of which extend through v. 13. the illustration given by 
Mr. Horne is confined to this single verse. With respect to the 
apostacy predicted in v. 10., it is stated by Tacitus, in relation 
to Nero’s persecution, that at first several were seized, who con- 
fessed ; and then, by their discovery, a great multitude of others 
were convicted, and cruelly put to death with derision and insult : 
Annal. XV. St. Paul mentions by name Phygellus, Hermo- 
genes, and Demas,.who forsook him, 2 Tim, i. 15. iv. 10. 
False prophets or teachers also were to be raised up, v. 11. and 
accordingly we find St..Paul complaining of deceitful workers 
transforming themselves into the Apostles of Christ. Examples 
of such are Hymeneus and Philetus, (2 Tim. ii. 17, 18.) who 
destroyed the hopes of the Christian by asserting that the resur- 
rection was past already; Carpocrates, the head of the Gnostics ; 
and Ebion, who taught that Christ was merely a Jewish prophet. 
See also 1 Cor. viii. Gal. vi. 12. Phil. iii. 18. Col. ii. 8. 1 Tim. 
i. 4. vi. 20. Tit. 11. 9. 1 John y. 21. It was the natural conse- 
quence of all this, that the love of many should wax cold, v. 12., 
and that their ardour in the cause of Christianity should be con- 
siderably abated; and, accordingly, we meet with a great defec- 
tion in several Christian churches. See Gai. iii. 1. sqq. 2 Thess. 
iii. 1. sqq. 2 Tim. i. 15. Heb. x. 25. Of the assurance held out 
in v. 13. see on Matt. x. 23. It is a remarkable fact, that not 
a single Christian is known to have perished at the siege of Je- 
rusalem, in consequence of adopting the course recommended by 
our Lord in vv. 16—18. By avouta, in v. 12., is probably 
meant illegal outrage, in allusion to the mock trials and lawless 
persecutions with which the Christians were continually sub- 
jected. Newton, Grorius, Porteus, &c. 


Ver. 14. cic papripiov aor roic 2Ovect. Sei. that the offer 
of salvation had been made to them in every part of the world 
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where they were dispersed ; so that by their obstinate rejection 
of it the justice of their punishment would be universally acknow- 
ledged. By 1 oixovuévn most commentators understand the 
Roman empire, in which sense the term is not unfrequently em- 
ployed. See on Lwke ii. 1. At the same time it would be very 
little of an hyperbole to take it in its widest acceptation. See 
Horne. The word 7édog is used as in y. 6. A. Cuarxe, Kut- 
NOEL. 


Ver. 15. tv rémw ayly. E. T. in the holy place. A great 
majority of commentators prefer on holy ground; i. e. the dis- 
trict lying within a certain distance of the Temple, which was 
regarded as sacred even by the enemies of the Jews, the Pagan 
temples being possessed of similar immunities. In favour of this 
interpretation it is urged, that, if by réz0c¢ ayoc¢ we understand the 
Temple itself, the event described would not be an indication of ap- 
proaching calamity, but the very calamity itself. But it appears 
from the following verse that the admonition is not given to the 
inhabitants of the city, to whom no opportunity of escape would 
then be left, but to the people of Judea, of év rH “Iovdaia; and 
immediately afterwards we find 6 év rm ayo. It is urged, in- 
deed, that “Iovéata frequently means no more than tractus Hiero- 
solymitanus ; but of this no example has been adduced. Now, 
excepting the present passage, the phrase rézoc¢ ayio¢ occurs in 
the N. T. only in Acts vi. 13. xxi. 28. in neither of which can 
it be otherwise understood than of some part of the Temple. In 
the LXX it is very common, and there it is always meant of the 
Temple, and generally of the holy place properly so called. Our 
Lord is here supposed to allude to Dan. ix. 27. xi. 31, xii. 11. 
and though the precise passage is not found in the prophet, the 
first cited reference in the LXX is not very remote from the 
words of St. Matthew. The -expression there employed is é7t 
70 igodv PddAvypa THY onmwwotwy Eorat; and it is observable, 
that although this differs from the Hebrew, still the word em- 
ployed is 33, by which the Syriac translator has rendered mre- 
obyiov in Matt. iv. 5. where some part of the Temple is un- 
questionably meant. Nor is history averse to this exposition, as 
will be seen in Horne. In the parallel place, Mark xiii. 14. we 
have instead of 2v ré7w aylq the words dzov ov Sei. This ex- 
pression, it is true, is indefinite, but it seems to be an euphemism 
to which no place less sacred than the Temple could have given 
rise. That no objection can be formed against this interpreta- 
tion from the omission of the article, see Art. §. IV. p. 11. 
MippieTon.—[Grotius, Wuirsy, Campseit, &c.] In the 
expression BdéAvypa Tic onuwoétwe the noun déAvypa is used - 
as an adjective, as in Luke i. 48. rareivworg Ttij¢ dobAne for 
SotAn raven. The participle éordc is in the neuter gender 
contracted from éoradc, as in Luke v. 2. éstwra for éioradra. 

uz 
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So Thucyd. TIL. 1. rd piv cabeorie roig “EAAnoe vdpmov. 
KuINnogeL, Kypxr. 

Ibid. 5 avaywioxwy, vosirw. These words are supposed by 
some to have been spoken by our Lord himself, in order to fix 
the attention of his hearers more forcibly; and by others they 
are explained as the words of the prophet himself, Dan. ix. 26., 
answering to the Hebrew Sawn) YIM, which the LXX render 
kat yv@oy Kal ovvfjostc. But they rather appear to contain a 
parenthetical admonition of the Evangelist, calling the attention 
of his readers to a very important warning of his master, which 
he was then writing, and of which many of them would live to 
witness the utility. The verb avay:wdoxev, signifying to read, 
is very common; and that voeivy sometimes signifies to attend, 
compare 2 Tim. ii. 7. CAMPBELL, Kurnor~.—[Grotius, Mack- 
NIGHT. | 


Ver. 17. 6 tmi tov Séparoc, x. r. A. In this and the follow- 
ing verses there are allusions to Jewish customs designed to im- 
press upon the disciples the necessity of immediate flight. The 
houses of the Jews had flat roofs forming a sort of terrace, with 
stairs on the outside by which persons could descend without 
entering the house. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. Ill. p. 391. 
Instead of 71, which is the old reading, many of the best MSS. 
read ra éx the oikiac, which is far preferable. In v. 18. the al- 
Iusion is to the practice of husbandmen, not only among the 
Jews, but also among the Greeks and Romans, of laying aside 
their upper garments when at work. Hesiod. Op. D. 392. yup- 
vov oreioev, yuuvov S& Bowreiv, Tuuvov & auacba. Virg. 
Georg. I. 299. Nudus ara, sere nudus. The persons mentioned 
in v. 19. are such as would not be in a condition to make their 
escape, or to bear the miseries of the siege.. According to Jo- 
seph. B. J. V. 10. the houses were full of women and children, 
who perished by the famine, and mothers snatched the food even 
from their children’s mouths. See also Joseph. Ant. XIV. 13.7. ~ 
and Horne; wbt supra; and of the admonition in v. 20. see Vol. 
HI. p. 30. R. Tanchum observes, p. 30, 2. that the favour of 
God was particularly manifested in the destruction of the first 
temple, in not obliging the Jews to go out in the winter, but in 
the summer. With respect to the Sabbath, the distance allowed 
by the Jews for journeying on that day was only 2000 cubits, or 
about five furlongs, supposed to be the space between the camp 
and the Tabernacle, Levit. xxiii. 3. See Exod. xvi. 29. Joseph. 
Ant. XIII. 8. 4. This superstition was retained by the Na- 
zarene Christians, and in fact by all who remained in Judea in 
the time of Adrian. See Sulp. Sev. II. 45. Besides, on the ~ 
Sabbath days the Jews not only kept within doors, but the gates 
of all the cities and towns were closely barred, (Nehem. xiii. 19. 
#2.) so that they could expect no admission into any place of 
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security. See also on Matt. xii. 2. It is to be observed, how- 
ever, that our Lord does not here intend to establish the Jewish 
Sabbath, but to caution his disciples against the inconvenience 
which might arise to them from exciting the indignation of the 
Jews by an apparent violation of it. Some by o43R3arov under- 
stand, but without reason, the Sabbatical year. GROoTIus, 
Lientroot, Exsner, A. CLARKE, WuitsBy, WETSTEIN. 
[Hammonp. ] 





_ Ver, 21, ota ob yéyove x. 7. . This is a proverbial expres- 
sion frequently employed by the sacred writers to express some 
very uncommon calamity, as in Hod. v. 9. x. 14. Joel ii. 2. 
Dan. xii. 1. 1 Mace. ix. 27. It is not, therefore, necessary to 
take the words in their strictest sense ; at the same time, in this 
instance they were almost literally fulfilled. See Horne. The 
triple negatives o¥S o¥ po} are powerfully emphatic. Compare 
Luke x. 19. Heb, xiii. 5. Rev. xviii. 14. Wurrsy, Kurnoet. 


Ver. 22. ov« av tod waca cdot. The expression od waca 
oap& is a periphrastic Hebraism for ovSetc, no one; scil. of 
the inhabitants of Judzea, whether Jews or Christians. So vast 
was the number of those who perished in the siege, that if it . 
had been protracted much longer, the whole nation must shortly 
have been destroyed; those within the walls by famine, conten- 
tion, and the fury of the Roman soldiery; and the Christians, 
who had taken refuge in the mountains, by the difficulties of 
subsisting without houses or provisions, and by the hands of 
the Sicarii and the Zealots, who slew all indiscriminately who 
did not take part in the war. In the shortening of the siege the 
providence of God is distinctly observable, for, to all human ap- 
pearance, a variety of circumstances combined to prolong it. 
Vespasian’s departure from Judea to assume the imperial dig- 
nity, the obstinate inveteracy of the Jews against the Romans, 
the extraordinary strength of Jerusalem, and its ample means 
for sustaining a lengthened siege, and the advice which Titus 
received from his generals to leave the work to famine: these 
and other causes seemed to threaten the most protracted duration 
of the Jewish miseries. In fact, the besieged themselves were 
mainly instrumental in shortening those days of tribulation, by 
their seditious and mutual slaughters, their madness in burning 
their own provision, and, at last, by deserting their strong holds. 
Titus was so sensible of this, that he himself ascribed his success 
to God’s driving them from their fortresses. See Joseph. B. J. 
V. 12. 1. Tacit. Hist. V. 11. Wuirsy, Wetstern. The verb 
coAofsovv signifies properly to amputate, or mutilate, as in 
2 Sam. iv. 12. LXX. Xenoph. Cyrop. I. 4. 2. and thenee, in re- 
ference to time, to shorten. So in Malela, p. 237. rov avrov 
punvoc Tac HuEoaC éxoAdBnoav. By the e/ect in this passage the 
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Jewish converts to Christianity are in all probability intended. 
See on Matt. xx. 16. There seems to be an allusion to an opi- 
nion prevalent in ancient times, that a national calamity was 
sometimes averted, that the innocent might not be involved in 
the punishment of the guilty. Kurvorn, GRorttus. 


Ver. 24. Wevddyosror kat evdorpopira. Some suppose 
that our Lord had Barchochebas in view here, who expressly 
called himself the Messiah; but this is incorrect, as Barchochebas 
did not arise till the reign of Adrian, about sixty years after the 
siege of Jerusalem. But though Josephus does not mention that 
any of the impostors and magicians, of which he says (Ant. XX. 
6.) the country was.at this time full, assumed the title of Christ: 
still it is probable, from their promising to shew onueta éAevOe- 
olac, signs of liberty, which the Jews expected from their Mes- 
siah, that they really did so. It is remarkable that our Lord not 
only predicted the appearance of these deceivers, but also the 
circumstances and manner of their conduct. Some were to ap- 
pear in the desart ; and Josephus relates that many inpostors 
persuaded the people to follow them into the wilderness, promis- 
ang to shew them onucia kat tépara, signs and miracles, done ac- 
cording to the counsel of God: Ant. XX. '7. An Egyptian false 
prophet, (Joseph. wbé supra, compared with Acts xxi. 38.) led 
out into the desart four thousand men, who were murderers ; but 
they were dispersed by Felix. Another promised salvation to the 
people, if they would follow him into the desart, and was de- 
stroyed by Festus. Also one Jonathan, a weaver, held out the 
same hopes, and was destroyed by Vespasian, Joseph. B. J. 
VII. 11. They were to appear also in the secret chambers: 
and there was a false prophet, Joseph. B. J. VI. 5.) who de- 
clared to the people that God commanded them to go up into the 
Temple, when the place in which they assembled was set on fire 
by the Romans, and six thousand perished in the flames. So 
dexterous were these impostors in imitating miraculous works, 
that there is no wonder they deceived the multitude; and even 
the Christians themselves, had they not possessed the strongest 
evidence of the divine mission of their Master, would in all proba- 
bility have fallen into the snare. And this is all that is meant 
by the words si évvarov, from which no argument can be drawn 
in support of the doctrine of final perseverance. The phrase 
simply denotes a great difficulty in a possible act. So Matt. 
xxvi. 39, Acts xx. 16. Rom. xii. 18. That the Christians were 
sometimes deceived appears from Tertull. adv. Marcion. II. at 
the same time that the admonitions which Christ had given them 
rendered it extremely difficult. Hence the saying of Galen: 
Oarrov tic rove amd Xpiorov peradidaéee. Besides, our Lord 
solemnly exhorts his disciples to the greatest caution, (vv. 4, 5. 
11. 13.) and he expressly declared that many would fall from 
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the faith. See on Mat. xviii.6. Wuirsy, Grorius, Lr CLERC, 
A. Cirarxe. There has been some difference of opinion as to 
whether the signs and wonders here mentioned were really per- 
formed, or merely promised. That the verb décovo will bear 
the latter interpretation is inferred from Deut. xiii. 2. 1 Kings 
xiii. 3. 5. LXX. which is somewhat confirmed by Joseph. Ant. 
XX. 8. 6. B. J. VII. 11. 1., where the history merely says 
detEev pacav. The more probable opinion, however, from the 
ordinary usage of the expression onuetov &Sdva, and from the 
natural idea suggested by our Lord, is, that some species of mi- 
_ racles, perhaps by deemoniacal-agency, were really wrought; or, 
at least, that magic sleights, like the /ying wonders mentioned in 
2 Thess. ii. 9. were exhibited. It is well known that the Jews 
were particularly credulous, and easily deceived by tricks and 
Incantations of this nature; and we are expressly told by Jerome, 
that Barchochebas pretended to vomit flames. At all events, it 
Is certain that God would never suffer miracles to be wrought in 
proof of falsehood without investing his servants with the power 
of working greater miracles on the side of truth: so that’ the 
cause of God and his religion will always have the greatest evi- 
dence in its favour. Doppriper, LicutTroot.—[K YPkE, Gro- 
tius, &c.] The word rapciov, v. 26., is properly a treasury or 
store-house, and hence any private chamber. Hesych. rapeiov’ 
Aérauoc. Compare Gen. xliii. 30. Exod. viii. 8. LXX. AL- 
BERTI, LE CLERC. 


Ver. 27. orep yap 1) aorparn x. t.X. By this simile some 
understand the s¢gnal and conspicuous, others the rapid and 
sudden, destruction of the Jews: probably both interpretations 
may be united, intimating that the coming of the Messiah to take 
vengeance on the nation will not be in a remote desart, or in a 
secret chamber of the Temple, but manifested in the sudden and 
rapid overthrow of his enemies. The flash of lightning is com- _ 
monly descriptive of suddenness and celerity. Compare Zach. ix. 
14, Luke x. 18. Apoll. Rhod. II. 267. Virg. Ain. XI. 26. It 
is remarkable that our Lord points out the direction of the 
march of the Roman army, which entered Judea at the east, and 
carried its conquests westward with the most devastating fury and 
rapidity. There is a doubt whether the particle yao in the next 
verse refers to this or the preceding ; the latter seems more pro- 
-bable, and that it conveys an additional reason for disregarding 
the prevailing rumours of the Messiah’s appearance. By the 
carcase is meant the Jewish nation, who were judicially dead ; 
by the eagles the Roman armies, who bore the eagle on their 
standard: and our Lord would signify, that wherever these de- 
ceivers assembled their followers, the Romans would pursue 
them to destruction. There is an evident allusion to the descrip- 


tion of the nature of the eagle in Job xxxix. 80. LXX. ob & av 
8 
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bot teOvedrec, tapayonua evolcxovra, Our Lord employs the: 
same expression te hike mi 37. So also Senec. Ep. 46. Sz 
vultur es, cadaver expecta. The prophecies of Moses, Deut. 
xxvill. 49. and in Hos. viii. 1. are supposed by some to refer to 
this destruction, and by others to the slaughter of the Jews under 
Adrian and ‘Trajan. Wuuitsy, Licutroot, Hammonp, Kut- 
NOEL, &c. 


Ver. 29, ciOéwe 8: x. r. X. The expressions in this and the 
two following verses have been supposed by many commentators 
to refer to the day of judgment; and indeed many of them are 
actually applied to that great event in the very next chapter, and 
in other parts of Scripture. But in the present instance the con- 
nection of our Lord’s discourse, and. the word evOéwe in parti- 
cular, distinctly appropriate them to the destruction of Jerusalem. 
In ancient hieroglyphic writing the sun, moon, and stars were 
used to represent states and empires, kings and nobility; their 
eclipse or extinction denoting temporary disasters or entire over- 
throw: and thus in prophetic language great commotions upon 
earth are often represented under the notion of commotions and 
changes in the heavens. Thus the destruction of Babylon is 
foretold in similar terms in Isaiah xiii. 9., the punishment of the 
Idumeans in Isaiah xxiv. 6., of Sennacherib, Lsazah li, 6., of 
Egypt, Ezek, xxxii. 7., the slaughter of the Jews, Dan. viii. 10., 
and this very destruction of Jerusalem in Joel ii. 30. Compare 
also Esther viil. 16. Jerem. xv. 9. Joel iii. 15. Amos viii. 9. 
The same also appears from the Talmud; and Maimonides ob- 
serves (More Nevoch. c. 29. p. 2.) that the sun and moon losing 
their light is a proverbial expression importing the destruction 
and utter ruin of a nation. So also Artemidor, Oneir. II. 39. 
Similar notions are also observable in the classic writers. Thus 
of the falling or shooting of stars, as ominous of evil times, Virg. 
Georg. I. 365. Sepe etiam stellas, vento impendente, videbis 
Precipites ceelo labi, noctisque per umbram Flammarum longos 
a tergo albescere tractus. Again, v. 462. Sol tibi signa dabit : 
Solem quis dicere falsum Audeat ? Ille etiam cecos instare tu- 
multus Sepe monet, &c. Compare Ovid, Met. XV. 782. Cie. 
Catil. III. 8. Tibull. II. 5. 71. Liv. XXII. 4. 5. Still it is 
more than probable that there is a remote although not a direct 
reference to the attendant circumstances of the day of judgment. 
See above on v. 1. By the powers of Heaven, duvapee t&v ov- 
paver, are generaily meant the sun, moon, and stars, as in Deut. 
iv. 19. Lsatah xxxiv. 4. 2 Chron. xxxiii. 5. Jerem. xxxiii. 22. 
and elsewhere; and these, having been already particularized, 
are again mentioned generally to encrease the emphasis. WHITBY, 
Licutroot, Doppripcr, Hammonp, Kurnoern. 


Ver. 30. rére pavhoera rd onustov.«. tr. A. Some understand 


MATTHEW XXIV. 31. 297% 


the word onto to mean an ensign or banner ; others interpret 
it pleonastically, and it is omitted by Mark and Luke; but our 
Lord seems rather to allude to the prophecy in Dan. vii. 13., from 
which the Jews had imbibed an idea that the Messiah would ap- 
pear visibly in the heavens, and ‘exert some miraculous display 
of power by which they would be delivered from the Roman 
yoke, and an universal empire over all nations be erected in their 
behalf. But by the coming of the Son of man in the clouds 
_ Daniel meant his appearance to take vengeance on the unbe- 
lieving Jews; and by the kingdom over all nations he meant a 
spiritual kingdom, i. e. the dispensation of the Gospel, which 
should be extended over all the nations of the world. Hence, 
by adapting the words of this prophecy to his present purpose, 
our Lord intimated that the true spirit of it. was generally mis- 
taken by the Jews, and set his disciples right upon the subject. 
The figurative expression, coming in the clouds, is used in other 
parts of Scripture to denote the irresistible interposition of God 
to execute vengeance on a guilty generation. See 2 Sam. xxii. 
10. sqq. Psalm xevii. 2. Isaiah xix. 1. Its meaning in this 
place is sufficiently fixed by our Lord himself in wv. 27, 28. 37. 
That it cannot refer, as some have supposed, to the comet men- 
tioned in Joseph. VII. 12. is evident, since that appeared some 
time previous to the destruction of the city. Macknienr, 
Wuitsy, Hammonp, Le Cuerc. —[Doppriver, Kurnost, 
RosENMULLER.] By gvAai rij¢ yii¢ are evidently meant the 
inhabitants of Judea, who would have abundant occasion for 
mourning. The verb xémrecOau signifies to beat the breast in 
token of sorrow, as in Zech, xii. 12. Rev.i. 7. See on Matt. 
xi. 17, Wuitsy, KuINnoeEt. ' 


Ver. 31. amooreXsi rove ayyéXove avrov. Some commentators 
understand our Lord to mean, that after the destruction of Je- 
rusalem he would collect together, by his angels, as with the 
sound of the trumpet, his true and persevering followers from all 
parts of Judea; but he rather alludes to the rapid progress of 
the Gospel, by means of his Apostles and their successors, to 
which the exact fulfilment of this prediction mainly contributed. 
Agreeably to this interpretation, the word a@yyeAog is frequently 
applied both in the O. and N. T. to God’s prophets and mi- 
nisters. See on Matt. xi. 10. Their preaching also is compared 
to the sound of a trumpet in Isaiah lviii. 1. Jerem. vi. 17. Ezeh. 
xxxili. 3—6. Rom. x. 18. and the Gentiles are said to be called 
from all corners of the earth in Mat#. viii. 11, 12. Luke xiii. 28, 
29, Wuirsy, Macxnient, Rosenmutter.—[Hammonp.] The 
Jews by the winds denoted the cardinal points of the heavens, as 
in 1 Chron. ix. 24. Ezek. xxxvii. 9. We have examples of the 

hrase am’ dkowy Ewe dkowy in classic writers. Themist. XIII. 
p. 179. & dxpac sic axpav. Xenoph. de vectigal, p. 7127. am 
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ioxarwv Tig “EAXAS0¢ Ew’ Exxara. KUINOEL, WETSTEIN, Ra- 
PHELIUS. 


Ver. 32. db 88 tie ouxne x. tA. Our Lord in this parable 
answers to the question of the disciples in v. 3. respecting the 
time of this destruction, telling them that it will be as clearly in- 
dicated by the signs which he had mentioned, as the approach of 
summer by the budding of the fig-tree. He then limits the time 
more distinctly to a certain period, and declares that his predic- 
tion would be accomplished before the generation of men then 
existing should pass away. Those, indeed, who understand this 
part of the prophecy more immediately of the day of judgment, ex- 
plain this generation, (4 yevea atrn, v. 34.) of the Jewish nation 
through all ages; as if our Lord intended to say that they should 
continue a distinct people till the end of the world. But this is 
altogether at variance with the meaning of the word yevea in every 
other passage of the N. T. Compare Matt. xi. 16. xii. 42. xxiil, 
36. Mark viii. 12. Luke vii. 31. xi. 29. sqq. xvi. 8. Acts ii. 40. 
The true sense is abundantly illustrated by Matt. xvi. 28. be- 
sides that the declaration was literally fulfilled. The Evangelist 
John in all probability lived to see these things come to pass; 
and there were also some Rabbins alive at the time when Christ 
spoke these words who witnessed the destruction of the city, 
viz. R. Simeon, who perished during the siege; R. Jochanan 
Ben Zaccai, who outlived it; R. Zadoc, R. Ishmael, and others. 
The Temple was burnt and the city taken A.D. 70. Dop- 
DRIDGE, WuitsBy, Licurroot, &c.—[Mepe, Syxers, &c.] The 
phrase éyyde¢ ém) Oipac, v. 33., denoting the closest proximity, 
occurs in Demosth. Philip. 4. imio 88 rod émt raic Obpac éyyde 
ovrwot x. 7. Philo de Agric. p. 208. D. 6 wdéreuoe tyybe 
kal imi Oipac dv. So in limine esse, Virg. Ain. VIII. 656. 
Compare Gen. iv. 7. Phil. iv. 5. James v. 9. Rev. i. 3. The 
nominative to be supplied may be 6 vide tov avPodézov, from v. 
30., or 7) mapouvcta Tov viov Tov avOoeov from vy. 27. Kurnozt, 
Bos, Wurrsy, Grortvus. : 


Ver. 36. wept 8 rij¢ iuépac x. tr. X« It is strongly urged by 
many that this verse at least relates solely to the day of judg- 
ment, which is immediately alluded to in the strong proverbial 
expression in the preceding verse ; of which see on Matt. v. 18. 
In support of this opinion great stress is laid upon the opposition 
of ixsivne here, and ravra, v. 33. If the conjecture be true the 
verse should be inclosed in a parenthesis, for what follows cer- 
tainly relates to the destruction of Jerusalem, to which it is ex- 
pressly confined in Luke xvii. 26. sqq., and cannot, without vio- 
lence, be applied to the final advent of Christ. There is no 
reason, however, for supposing that there is any closer reference 
to the day of judgment than in the rest of the chapter. Having 


MATTHEW XXIV. 38. 40. 299 


predicted the fall of the Jewish state within certain limits, he 
proceeds to affirm that the precise time thereof cannot be di- 
vulged, and, on that account, presses upon them the necessity of 
watchfulness. The emphatic term 1% mpéoa éxefvn refers to the 
destruction of Jerusalem in Luke xix. 43, Acts ii. 20. Rom. xiii. 
11. 1 Cor. i.°7, 8. aii. 13.71 Phess.. vi 2: 2' ‘Thesssi.’ 10.° and 
elsewhere. Compare Zech. xiv. 1. Hammonp, Le Cierc.— 
[Wuitsy, Doppriper.] With respect to the silence of revela- 
tion on this point, Christ expressly states in Mark xiii. 32. that 
he himself also knew it not: at least such is the English version. 
In order to obviate the objection which has frequently been built 
upon this declaration against the divinity of Christ, it is some- 
times urged that our Lord here speaks of himself only as to his 
human nature; but the gradation of the sentence from men to 
angels, and from angels to Christ, seems to forbid this solution. 
It should rather seem, therefore, that the word cidéw in this place 
bears the sense of the Hebrew conjugation Hiphil, and signifies 
to make to know, i.e. to declare, to reveal. This is unquestion- 
ably the meaning of the word in 1 Cor. ii. 2. Hence the true 
import of the passage, Neither man nor angel, nor even the Son 
of Man himself, can reveal the day and hour of the destruction 
of Jerusalem to you; because the Father hath determined other- 
wise. Macxnigut. —[Dopprivnce, Wuitsy, Licurroor.| 
Many commentators would render &pa season, rather than hour, 
observing, that if the day is unknown the our is necessarily un- 
known also: this, however, is unimportant. The expression 
employed by our Lord is simply intended to designate the precise 
time. Le Currc, Hammonp.—[A. CuaRKE.] 


Ver. 38. rowyovrec kat mivovtec x. tr. X. These words have 
been thought to imply the most fatal extravagance of riot and 
lust ; and the verb yapeioOa is interpreted here, as it is unques- 
tionably often used, in a criminal sense. But how great reason 
soever there may be for believing that the antediluvian sinners 
were addicted to the grossest excesses, our Lord most probably 
intended nothing more than to express the security and gaiety 
with which they pursued the ordinary employments and amuse- 
ments of life when they were on the very brink of destruction. 
The verb Zyvwoav in the next verse should be rendered they did 
not consider, i.e. they did not improve their knowledge so as to 
profit by it. That they had sufficient intimation of the judg- 
ments which awaited them, see Gen. vi. 13. Heb. xi. 7. 2 Pet. 
ii, 5. Compare Luke xix. 42, Wuirsy, Doppriner. 


Ver. 40. rére Sé0 x. t. A. Some have supposed that the de- 
sion of this and the following verse is to shew that the desolation 
should be as general as unexpected ; so general, that of two 
persons employed together in any occupation both should in no 


300 MATTHEW XXIV. 42. 45. : 


wise escape. It should rather seem to assert the providence of God, 
in making a distinction between the faithful and disobedient, of 
whom the former would be saved and the latter destroyed, al- 
though they might both appear to be equally exposed to the im- 
pending danger. The verb wapaapPdvera is in the present 
for the future. Wuirsy, Hammonp.—[A. Cuarke.] Of the 
allusion in vy. 41. see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 464. 


Ver. 42. yonyoosire obv, x. t. X. It is conjectured by some 
that our Lord’s discourse respecting the destruction of Jerusalem 
concluded with the last verse; and that what follows was spoken 
at another time, and upon a different occasion. In Luke xii. 39. 
the ensuing exhortations are otherwise connected, but they ac- 
cord here as well as there with the subject in hand, and may, 
therefore, be supposed to have been accommodated by our Lord 
to both places. It is certain that the remainder of the admoni- 
tion alludes no less to the final judgment than to the judgment 
upon the Jews, not to mention that the next chapter cannot 
easily be applied to any other than the former. It seems, there- 
fore, that the grand transition about which commentators are so 
much divided is made precisely at this point. The destruction 
of Jerusalem was a proper emblem of the dissolution of the world 
itself, and the warnings which had just been delivered in re- ~ 
ference to impending national judgments would naturally lead to 
a caution against an unwelcome surprise by a call to the tribunal 
of God. ‘The application of the following parables is sufficiently 
obvious; they inculcate the necessity of perseverance and watch- 
fulness, more especially in Christ’s appointed ministers, from the 
fact that his coming to judge the world will be no less sudden than 
unexpected. ‘The metaphor of his appearance as a thief is em- 
ployed in 1 Thess. v. 2. 2 Pet. iii. 10. Rev. iti. 3. Of the verb 
dvopirrev, v. 43., see on Matt. vi. 19. With the sentiment we 
may compare Sall. Cat. 52. Vigilando, agendo, bene consulendo, 
omnia prospere cedunt. Wuttsy, DoppripcEe, Kurnoret, WET- 
STEIN. 


Ver. 45. tic dpa tort x. tr. A. These parables evidently refer 
most especially to the ministers of the Gospel, under the simi- 
litude of those servants whose business it was to distribute the 
monthly allowance of provisions to the slaves. They extend, 
however, to every Christian individually; and in reference to the 
early ages of Christianity, the faithful and wise servant will re- 
present those who remained constant in their attachment to their 
Lord under all the persecutions and iniquities of those times ; 
while the evil servant is the apostatizing Jew, who having de- 
serted the faith himself, betrayed and smote his fellow-servants, 
who continued faithful to the religion of the Gospel. Compare 
Matt. x. 21. xxiv. 10. ei: x. 37. James v. 8, 9. 2 Pet. iii. 4. 
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The Gnostics and early Heretics are also supposed by some to 
be included in this declaration. Wuirsy, Hammonp, Macx- 
nicut. The noun Ozoareiac is the abstract for the concrete, 
the service for the servants, of which see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 429. 1. 


Ver. 51. S&:xorouhjoe. Very many of the commentators un- 
derstand this verb of the ancient punishment of dichotomy, of 
which see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 155. and compare Judg. 
xix. 29. 1 Sam. xv. 33. 2 Sam. xii. 31. Dan. iii. 29. Heb. xi. 
37. Tertull. Apol. 3. Diod. Sic. I. 2. Suet. Cal. 27. Horat. Sat. 
I. 1.99. Others interpret it of the division of a debtor's pro- 
perty among his creditors; and others, again, of separating the 
evil servant, or confining him apart from the rest of the house- 
hold, in a sense somewhat similar to that of abscindere in Hor. 
Od. I. 3.21. It is quite clear from the context that the punish- 
ment alluded to fell short of death; and, as the two last of these in- 
terpretations are far-fetched and unsatisfactory, the most probable 
epinion is, that although dichotomy itself is not intended, the 
verb is transferred from that sense to denote a severity of punish- 
ment nearly allied to it. We should, therefore, probably trans- 
late it to scourge severely, in which sense the Greek réuvew, and 
the Latin discindere and secare, are sometimes employed. Com- 

are Hom. Od. 3. 345. Arrian. Epict. II. 22. Plaut. Mil. Gl. 

. 1. 2. Terent. Adelph. IV. 3.6. In Luke xii. 47. the verb 
is Sapjoera. At the same time, the punishment intended is 
clearly emblematic of eternal perdition, which may also be in- 
ferred from its being joined with the portion of the hypocrites. 
Thus in the Talmudic tract Solah: R. Eliezer said, Every hy- 
pocrite has his portion in Hell. Kurnort, Doppriver, Scuo- 
ETTGEN, RosENMULLER.—[WuItTBy, Rapuetius, Munrtue, 
CampBeLL, Guasse, &c.] The expression 7d pégoe riBévar is 
probably taken from the division of booty amongst soldiers, and. 
hence signifies versari cum aliquo. Compare Job xx. 29. Psalm 
xi. 6. 1. 18. Prov. xxix. 24. Dan. ix. 12. 20. So also Plutarch 
in Mario, c. 29. sig agering Kal Saevdrnroe pepioa To Weboacbae 
riOéuevoc. Of the expression éxet Eorat xk. T. dA. see on Matt. 
viii. 11. 13. Exusner, Le Crerc. With the allusion in these 
parables we may compare Claudian de Bel. Getic. v. 366. Ae 
veluti famuli, mendax quos mortis herilis Nuntius in luaum falso 
rumore resolvit, Dum marcent epulis, atque inter vina choros- 
que Persultat vacuis effrena licentia tectis; Si reducem domi- 
num fors improvisa revexit, Herent attoniti, ibertatemque pero- 
sus Conscia servilis precordia concutit horror. Columel. I. 1. 
Servi dominorum distantia corrumpuntur. See also Plaut. 
Pseud. IV. 7. 3. WetTsTEIN, BULKLEY. 
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CHAPTER XXV. 


Contents :—Parable of the ten virgins, vw. 1—13. Parable of 
the talents, vv. 14—30. The proceedings of the day of judg- 
ment described, vv. 31—A6. 


. Verse 1. rére éowOhoerack. t. A. For an ample illustration 
of this parable, the application of which is given by our Lord 
himself in v. 13., see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 400. III. pp. 
399. 417. sq. A very similar one is found in the Jewish treatise 
Rheschith Cochma :—Repent, whilst thou hast strength to do it; 
whilst thy lamp burns, and the oil is not extinguished ; for, of 
thy lamp be gone out, thy oil will profit thee nothing. ‘There 
is another parable also, of a like description, produced by 
Kimchi, on Isaiah \xv. 13. This thing is like to a king who in- 
vited his servants, but appointed no set time. Those that were 
wise adorned themselves, and sat in the porch of the palace ; but 
those that were foolish went about their own business. The king 
on a sudden called for his servants ; the first went in adorned, 
the second undressed ; and the king was pleased with the wise 
and angry with the foolish, and saad: They who are prepared 
shall eat of my banquet ; they that are unprepared shall not eat 
of it. Hence Origen and others of the Fathers have justly in- 
ferred that this parable of the virgins is designed against a late 
repentance, which may be seen also in the necessity of constant 
vigilance, v. 13. of assiduous prayer, Lake xxi. 34. 36. and con- 
tinued well doing, Matt. xxiv. 45. Inv. 10. there is probably 
an allusion to the Jewish phrase of shutting the gates of re- 
pentance. Thus Midrash. Cohel. 11. 9. The holy blessed God 
said to Israel: My sons, repent, while the gates of repentance 
stand open. Compare Keclus. xviii. 21. It may be inferred, 
perhaps, from this parable, that ten was the usual number of 
virgins who attended the bridegroom, though the number may 
be used indefinitely, and is certainly not to be pressed in the 
application. The same number is particularized in Kelim, II. 8. 
It is the custom of the Israelites to carry the bride from the 
house of her father to the house of the bridegroom, and to carry 
before her about ten wooden staves, in which there is a piece of 
cloth with oil and pitch ; and these, being lighted, they carry 
before her for torches. Wuirsy, LignTFoor. 


Ver. 9. jiyrore ovK apkéon x. tr. A. Some understand an 
ellipsis of épare or BAérere; others of goBobucOa; and others, 
again, that there is no ellipsis whatever, but that the particle o: 
should be omitted in the next clause upon the authority of se- 
veral good MSS. It has been thought, also, that the adverb 
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phmore is sometimes used for iswe, perhaps, as in Gen. xx. 11, 
LXX. 2 Tim. ii. 25. The E. T. supplies not so, i.e. we will 
not give it, lest, &c.; and this seems to be as easy a method as 
any, if not preferable to them all. Grortrus, Guassz, Dop- 
DRIDGE, Wuitrsy, CampBeLt.—[ALBeErtI, Kypxe, &c.] It is 
strange that Popish writers should consider this passage as 
favouring their doctrine of a stock of merits in their church, 
founded on works of supererogation, since, if it referred to them 
at all, it would rather forbid any dependence on them. The ex- 
pression a@yopdcare éavtaic seems merely an ornamental circum- 
stance, having the appearance of a proverb usually applied to 
those who were unreasonable in their demands. If it is to be 
taken into the account, it plainly denies to every one any work © 
of supererogation which can be placed to the account of another. 
DopprinGE, A. Crarke. In the end of the parable, v. 13. the 
words év 7) 6 vide Tov avOpé7ov ~oyxerat, which are found in the 
common editions, are omitted in most MSS. and versions, and 
should’in all probability be expunged. The sense, however, is 
the same in either case. Grortius, Mitt, Grizspacn, Ham- 
MOND. 


Ver. 14, homeo yao avPowmoc x. 7.4. This parable does 
not appear to be the same with the very similar one in Luke xix. 
12. There the gifts are equal, here they vary; there they 
are pounds, here they are talents: that in St. Luke was spoken 
in the house of Zacchzeus before the raising of Lazarus, this was 
delivered on Mount Olivet three days before the last passover. 
The scope of the two parables is also generally supposed to be 
different: in the former the pounds are understood by some to 
represent the ordinary operations of the Spirit equally vouchsafed 
to every Christian; in the latter the talents are the extraordinary 
powers given in different degrees to the ministers of the Gospel, 
as to the Apostles fen, to the seventy disciples five, and to 
teachers of an inferior order one. The former also is considered 
as a warning addressed immediately to the Jews, the latter as a 
general intimation of the last judgment. Some, indeed, refer 
this also to the destruction of Jerusalem. It is to be observed, 
however, that whatever may be the opinions respecting their 
primary import, both of them must be interpreted ultimately with 
a view to the final judgment, and as directed. indiscriminately 
to every Christian. Lignrroor, Grotius, Wurrsy. The open- 
ing of this parable is evidently wanting. The E. T. supplies 
the kingdom of Heaven, which is the usual form upon similar 
occasions; but it seems more likely here to have been the Son of 
man, both from the bearing of the similitude and the interpolation 
in the last verse, which in all probability caused the defect in 
this. Camppett, Macxnieut. Of the custom alluded to see 
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Ver, 15. xara tiv lav Sivamv. Some would render dévapees 
wealth, in reference to the master ; and in this sense it is doubt- | 
less sometimes employed: but the scope of the parable is alto- 
gether in favour of the general interpretation, which understands 
it of the capability of the servants, to each of whom a propor- 
tionate sum was given, according as they had the necessary quali- 
fications for its management. It seems to have been a practice 
with opulent traders in the East to employ a portion of their 
capital in this way; and something of a similar nature has been 
observed in modern times. The adjective Zé.oc, both in this and 
the preceding verse, is used for avrov, as in Matt. xxii. 5. 
Wuirsy, Kurnort, RosenmuLLER.—[Kyrxe.] In the next 
verse the verbs toyéZeo0ar and ovty are mercantile terms, of 
which the former signifies to embark money in trade, and the 
latter to realize a profit. With éeyaZecOa in this sense the 
word yppara, or the like, is generally supplied, as in Herod. I. 
24, Arist. Equit. 835. Elian. Hist. An. X. 50. For wovety the 
more usual verb xepdjoar is substituted in the next verse, but 
the former is also very commonly so employed. Ailian. V. H. 
XIV. 32. eiedv tiv ovolay morvhoavta he amédure TAElw. 
Theoph. Char. 54. woujoa déxa réXavra. Soalso in Latin facere. 
Nepos, éz Cimon. I. 3. Magnas pecunias ex metallis fecerat. 
Cic. Ver. II. 6. pecuniam maximam facere. With pvéev, v. 
18., there is an ellipsis of the cognate accusative dovyya. Some, 
indeed, supply adro, sc. aoybp.ov, but of this the succeeding 
elause would only be a repetition. WertTsTEIN, PaLarret, Kut- 
NOEL. Of the phrase ovvatpev Adyov, see on Matt. xviii. 23. 


Ver. 21. 2, dovAe x. tr. X. There is peculiar force and energy 
im the word ev, which is equivalent to evye. It was the word 
employed by spectators at any public exercise to express the 
highest satisfaction and applause. Plato, Euthyd. dua aveo- 
pvBnody Te Kat éyéXacay, kal woly avarvevoa Kad@c TE Kal Ev. 
Compare Hor. A. P. 328. 428. In order to keep the parable 
and its application distinct, it is very generally agreed to render 
xaoa, in this place, a banquet or feast. In reference to the con- 
viviality of an entertainment the Hebrew MNw?d, which signifies 
a banquet, and particularly a marriage feast, is once expressed 
by yapa in Esth, ix. 17. LXX. and Pignorius (de Servis) says 
that banqueting-rooms had the word XAPA written over them. 
It may be observed, that although slaves were not, freedmen 
sometimes were, admitted to their master’s table. Doppripee, 
Wertstein, Waurrsy, Le Currc. 


Ver, 24, Kio, tyvwv ot, x. 7. A. This excuse of the sloth- 
ful servant has been thought to be merely an ornamental circum- 
stance to which nothing corresponds in the application of the 
parable. But it should rather seem to relate to the weak and 
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groundless reasons which those who neglect the duties of Chris~ 
tianity are apt to allege in their defence ; representing the Gospel 
as.a hard task-master, who requires more of them than they 
are able to perform. It is to be observed also, that in what 
follows, v. 26., the Lord does not make any concession that the 
matter was truly as the servant stated, but merely admits the 
point by way of argument, in order to urge more forcibly upon 
him the necessity of exertion in the performance of his duty. 
In selecting also as the example of sloth the servant who had 
been entrusted with the smallest sum, it was not Christ’s in- 
tention to insinuate that those who have received most will 
ordinarily pass their accounts best; but to intimate that the most 
humble Christian has some service to perform, for which he will 
be held equally responsible with the highest. God does not re- 
quire much, where little has been given; but one talent, as well 
as ten, the respective trustees will be called upon to improve. 
Wurrsy, Doppringe.—[Le Crerc.] Of the construction with 
the verb Zyvwy see my note on Cid. T. 1271. Pent. Gr. p. 84. 
and compare Ewod. ii. 2. 2 Sam. xvii. 8. 1 Kings v.17. 1 Mace. 
xii. 53. LXX. The adjective cxAnpde implies severe, harsh, i. e. 
one who exacts his due to the utmost: and the agricultural terms 
which follow are proverbially descriptive of such a character; or 
rather, of one who expects more than he has afforded the means 
of producing. Kurnoet. 


Ver, 27. toameCirac. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 185. 
They seem to have paid a certain rate of interest for money 
vested in their hands. It is not to be supposed, from this de- 
claration, that our Lord approved of usury; he merely adapts 
the parable so as to answer effectually the excuse which the ser- 
vant had just putin. Indeed ,the word rékoe signifies only pro- 
duct or interest, and such was originally the meaning of the 
English word usury, by which our translators have rendered it. 
Of the proverbial expression in v. 29. see on Matt.. xiii. 11. 
The words dpare ovv x. r. A. v. 28. seem to be merely added as 
a finish to the picture. Wuitsy, CAMPBELL, KUINOEL. 


Ver, 31. érav S: 2XOy x. 7.2. From the preceding parables, 
intended as a warning to prepare for the last great day, our Lord 
naturally turns to a description of the day itself; and it is a de- 
scription which for dignity and grandeur has not its equal in any 
writer, sacred or profane. It opens with a declaration of the 
universality of the judgment, in direct opposition to a prevailing - 
Jewish notion, that the Gentiles would form no part in the re- 
surrection, and proceeds with a detail of the method in which 
sentence will be passed, in the presence of men and angels. The 
metaphor employed is agreeable to the language frequently 
adopted in the O. T., in which good men are compared to sheep 
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onaccount of their innocence, (Psalmxxxiii. 1. c. 3.) and wicked 
men to goats for the obstinacy of their lusts, (Hzek. xxxiv. 17. 
Zech. x. 3.) The allusion, however, is dropt almost at the 
entrance of the description, the greater part of the representa- 
tion being expressed in terms perfectly simple, so that though 
the sense is profound, it is obvious. The image is formed upon 
the usual practice of shepherds in early times, who always kept 
the sheep and goats in different flocks. Thus Virg. Eclog. VII. 
2. Compulerantque greges Corydon et Thyrsis in unum; 
Thyrsis oves, Corydon distentas lacte capellas. Compare Liv. 
XXIV. 3. Of the position of the sheep on the right hand and 
the goats on the left, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 118. It 
may be observed, also, that the Rabbins employed the r7ght and 
the deft hand respectively as the emblems of acceptance and rejec- 
tion. Hence in Sohah Chadash it is said: The right hand is 
given, the left also is given: to the Israelites and Gentiles are 
. giwen Paradise and Hell; this world and the world to come. 
The Romans and Greeks also had similar notions. Thus Virg. 
in. VI. 540. Hic locus est, partes ubi se via findit in ambas ; 
Dextera, que Ditis magni sub meenia tendit, Hac iter Elysium 
nobis; at \eva malorum Exercet poenas, et ad impia Tartara 
mittit. Doppripce, Macxnieut, A. CLARKE, WuiITBY, &c. 

Ibid. Oodvov 8dEne. A Hebraism for Oodévov zvddEov. The 
epithet ayvor is omitted before a@yyeAou in most ancient MSS., ver- 
sions, and Fathers: and it is probably an interpolation. Kut- 
NOEL, GRIESBACH. 


Ver. 34, Baowsbc. In v. 31. our Lord had called himself 
simply the Son of Man, but he now changes the appellation, and 
with great propriety assumes the title of Keng, as about to ex- 
ercise the highest act of kingly power, in passing sentence on 
the whole congregated world. ‘The blessing which he here pro- 
nounces has been adduced as an argument in favour of personal 
election and reprobation; but it should be observed, that the ex- 
pression with which it closes, and upon which the whole argu- 
ment rests, is a mere Hebraism. Thus there were seven things 
which the Rabbins said were created from the foundation of the 
world: 1. the Law; 2. Repentance; 3. Paradise; 4. Hell; 5. 
the Throne of God; 6. the Name of the Messiah ; 7. the Temple. 
Be it observed, however, that the Temple here alluded to was a 
habitation which they believed to be prepared for their nation 
exclusively in Heaven; to which opinion our Lord probably al- 
ludes. See Tanchuma, p. 61,4. Macxnicut, SCHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 35. imstvaca yao, x.t.A. The particular acts of charity - 
here enumerated by our Lord were in very great estimation 
among the Jews, though the exercise of them was confined to 
those of their own nation. Thus in Vedarim R. Chama com- 
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ments thus on Deut. xiii. 4. He clothed the naked, (Gen, iii. 21.) 
he visited the sick; he comforted those that mourn ; (Gen. xxv.) 
do thou also these duties. ‘The words of the Chaldee paraphrast 
in /ccles, ix. 7. bear a remarkable resemblance to those of our 
Lord, if, indeed, they are not animitation of them. In Vayikra 
abba, §. 34. p. 178. it is said: As often as a poor man pre- 
sents himself at thy door, the holy blessed God stands at his 
right hand; if thou give himalms, he that stands at his right 
hand will give thee a reward ; but if thou give him not alms, he 
who stands at his right hand will punish thee. Another of their 
sayings was, that He who neglects to visit the sick, is like him 
who has shed blood. Of the duties of hospitality see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 451. Scuorrrarn, A. CuarKxe, Riper. 
Of the doctrine inculcated in this passage, it should be observed, 
that we shall be examined at the last day, not merely as to our 
exemption from crimes, but as to our performance of good ac- 
tions; and that not only as regards charity, but every other 
virtue: for although our Lord has selected charity for the purpose 
of illustration, as being the most characteristic of his religion, yet 
it is clear, from the whole tenor of the N. T., that nothing short 
of universal holiness will entitle us to everlasting life; (Col. iv. 
12. James ii. 10. 2 Pet. i. 6.) and even after we have done all we 
are still but unprofitable servants, and it is the merits of Christ alone 
that can ensure our acceptance with God, Ephes. ii. 8. 1 John i. 7. 
It may seem strange that the commission of sin is not expressly 
insisted upon, but positive injunctions evidently include the op- 
posite prohibitions. We may remark also, that no intermediate 
station is noticed between the rewards of the good, and the pu- 
nishment of the bad; so that, although there will be unquestion- 
ably different degrees of happiness or misery, it is certain that 
those who are not absolutely rewarded will be absolutely pu- 
nished, and that eternally. ‘There are some, indeed, who would 
understand the words xcéAaore aiwvoc, not of everlasting, but 
merely of a long, but indefinite, punishment ; in defence of which 
it is urged that xéAaore properly signifies correction inflicted for 
the benefit of the offender. It is true that Aristotle makes a 
distinction between céAacre and tiuwwoeia, but he afterwards uses 
them together as equivalent: éxdéAace ryswwpta. So also Hesy-. 
chius: xéAaorc’ rywwofa. With respect to aimroe, it cannot be 
allowed that the word is used in two different significations 
in the same sentence; and as the eternal life of the righteous 
is avowedly meant in this passage, the eternal punishment of 
the wicked must also be understood. This text is fully explained 
and confirmed by Mark ix. 44. Rev. xiy. 11. xx. 10. Porreus, 
RENNELL. ; 

Ibid. The verb ovvayev signifies to lodge or entertain; and 
there is an ellipsis of ci¢ tov oixov, which is supplied in 2 Sam. 
xi. 27. Judg. xix. 18. LXX. It is evidently more properly ap- 
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lied to more than one, as in Plutarch, Sympos. V. 5. rov 7roA- 
Nate éuod cuvayav. In the next verse the adjective yupvo¢ 
does not mean naked, but simply, as frequently nudus in Latin 
writers, badly clothed. Seneca de benef. V. 5. Qui male vesti- 
tum et pannosum vidit, nudum se vidisse dicit. Compare 1 Sam. 
xix. 24, Job xx. 6. Isaiah \iii. 7. John xxi. '7. Acts xix. 16. 
The verb 2mioxérresOar signifies properly to look earnestly, (Isaiah 
xxvi. 16.) to observe, (Psalm xvi. 3.) and thence to visit, sc. the 
sick and afflicted, for the purpose of assisting and consoling 
them; as in Jod ii. 11. Ecclus. vii. 35. LXX. Acts vii. 23. 
Hence Phavorinus: ?ioxémropat’ mpoundebomar Kat xidouat 
tivoe. KUINOEL. 


Ver. 40. 2¢ Scov zrouhoare x. tr. A. So close is the union 
betwixt Christ and his church, that he looks upon the favours 
conferred upon its members as done to himself, and rewards 
them accordingly, Matt. x. 42. So also on the other hand, with 
respect to injuries, and their punishment, v. 45. Hence his ad- 
dress to Saul, Acts ix. 4., Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou me ? 
There is a similar sentiment in Cic. Epist. Fam. X. 1. Teque 
hoc existimare volo, quicquid in eum judicit officiique contuleris, 
ad ita me accipere ut in me ipsum te putem contulisse. Compare 
Prov. xix. 17. Wuritsy, Butkiey, Kurnoet: 


Ver. 41, jromacpévov rp diaBdrAy x. 7. A. There is a re- 
markable difference between our Lord’s expression here and in 
v. 34,; there the kingdom is said to have been prepared for, the 
righteous from the foundation of the world, but here the everlast- 
ang fire is not said to have been prepared for the wicked, but for 
the devil and ‘his angels. Hence a very just inference of some 
of the early Fathers, that Hell was not originally designed for 
men, but that men, by giving themselves up to wickedness, and 
imitating the practices of the evil one, subject themselves to the 
same torments which are endured by him and his angels. Neither 
is it said Go, ye cursed of my Father, as Come, ye blessed of 
my Eather, because God is the giver of happiness, and men 
alone are the authors of their own miseries. Compare Rom. ix. 
22, 23. DoppripGE, WuitTBy, GRorius. 
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CHAPTER XXVI. 


Contents :—Christ foretells his approaching death, vv. 1, 2. 
The rulers consult about taking him, vv. 3—5. [Mark xiv. 1. 
Luke xxii. 1.] He is anointed by Mary, vy. 6—13. [Mark 
xiv. 3. John xii. 1.] Judas agrees to betray Christ, vv. 
14—16. [Mark xiv. 10. Luke xxii. 3.] The preparation and 
celebration of the last passover, vv. 17—20. [Mark xiv. 17, 
Luke xxii. 14, John xiii. 1.] Christ predicts the treachery 
of Judas, vv. 21—25. [Mark xiv. 17. Luke xxii. 21. John 
xii. 17.] The institution of the Lord’s Supper, vv. 26—29. 
[Mark xiv. 22. Luke xxii. 19.] Christ goes to the Mount of 
Olives, and again announces his approaching death, wv. 
30—32. [Mark xiv. 26. Luke xxii. 39.] He foretells Peter's 
denial of him, vv. 33—35. [Mark xiv. 27.] His agony in the 
Garden of Gethsemane, vv. 36—46. [Mark xiv. 32. Luke 
xxii. 40, John xviii. 1.] His apprehension, and Peter’s re- 
sistance, vv. 47—57. [Mark xiv. 43. Luke xxii. 47. John 

_ xviii. 3.] Peter and John follow Christ, who is examined by 

_ Caiaphas, condemned and insulted, vv. 58—68. [Mark xiv. 54. 
Luke xxii. 55. John xviii. 15.] _ Peter’s denial of Christ, vv. 
62—75. [Mark xiv. 66. Luke xxii. 56. John xviii. 17.] 


Ver. 5. un tv rH opty. That is, i} koathowpev Kal amoxtel- 
vepev. It was a tradition of the Jews, founded upon Deut xvii. 
3., that criminals capitally convicted should be reserved till one 
of the three great festivals, and put to death during their conti- 
nuance, for the sake of making a more public example. See 
Sanhed. X. 4, It was the object of the Jews to anticipate the 
approaching festival in the case of Jesus, that their iniquitous 
proceedings might be as secret as possible, and eventually buried 
in oblivion. But the providence of God ordained otherwise. It 
was of the highest importance that the crucifixion of Christ, and 
the events attending it, together with his resurrection from the 
dead, should be exhibited before many witnesses, that infidelity 
might never be enabled to object that these things were done in 
a corner. Of the Passover see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp, 
307. sqq., where much interesting matter will be found in illus- 
tration of the events recorded in this chapter. That Caiaphas 
was high-priest now, and throughout the presidentship of Pon- 
tius Pilate, is evident from Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 2. 2. compared 
with XVII. 5. 3. Wuitsy, ScHOoETTGEN, WAKEFIELD, 


Ver. 6. row Aeweov. This seems to have been only a sirname, 
as Simon the Canaanite, Matt. x. 4. originating in his having 
been formerly afflicted with the leprosy, of which he was pro- 
bably cured by Christ. He is called the Leper, just as Matthew is 
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called the Publican, because he had once been so, not because he 
was still so, as in that case there could have been no intercourse 
between him and Jesus. With respect to the transaction here 
recorded, and in Mark xiv. 3., there is a point which has given 
rise to a considerable discussion among the commentators. While 
some maintain that it is identical with the anointing of our Lord, 
which is described in John xiii. 14. others are of opinion that the 
two actions are entirely distinct, and performed by two different 
persons at two different times and in two different places. In 
support of the latter opinion it is urged: 1. that the action re- 
corded by St. John happened sta days before the Passover, 
whereas this is fixed to the second day before the feast ; 2. that 
the scene in St. John is the house of Lazarus, in St. Matthew of 
Simon the Leper ; 3. that in the former instance Mary, the sister 
of Lazarus, is the agent, in the latter a woman unnamed ; 4. that 
St. John mentions the feet of Jesus to have been anointed by Mary, 
and wiped with her hair ; the other Evangelists confine the anoint- 
ing to his head; 5. that in St. John, Judas alone murmurs; 1n 
St. Matthew, the disciples generally ; and 6. that our Lord’s vin- 
dication of the woman, in the two cases respectively, does not cor- 
respond. It will readily appear, however, that there is but little 
weight in any of these particulars. With respect to the tame of 
the transaction, there is little doubt that it happened, as stated by 
St. John, six days before the Passover, (John xii. 1.) and that St. 
Matthew deferred his account of it, in order to introduce the 
treachery of Judas, with which it is immediately connected. 
The reason of St. Matthew in so doing is evident from the rela- 
tion of St. John, who states that Judas had a fraudulent object in 
view, (John xii. 6.) so that the answer of Jesus at once disap- 
pointing his avarice, and smiting his guilty conscience, would 
naturally incite in him the idea of revenge; and that more espe- 
cially as he was already an apostate, (John vi. 67. '71.) There 
are some, indeed, who rather refer the time, according to St. 
Matthew’s order, to the second day before the Passover, and con- 
tend that St. John anticipates the history on mentioning the 
place where it happened. But this solution is far less satis- 
factory, and scarcely, if at all, preferable to that which would re- 
concile the accounts of the Evangelists by supposing a corrup- 
tion to exist in the text of St. John, in the face of the concurring 
testimony of all the MSS. Besides, it is well known that the 
Gospels are not always written with a strict regard to the order 
of time; and the manner in which the relation is introduced by 
St. Matthew indicates no particular time, and may as easily refer 
to a preceding as to a present period. The scene of the anoint- 
ing is laid by all three Evangelists in Bethany, and by Matthew 
expressly in the house of Simon the Leper. In St. John, Lazarus 
is only mentioned as cic Hv avaxeyséuwv, but this should rather 
designate a guest than the host; and there is nothing improbable 
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in the supposition that Martha prepared the feast, and Mary 
anointed Jesus, in the house of Simon, who was probably a 
friend, as well as in their own. Compare Zwke x. 40. As to the 
omission of Mary’s name by St. Matthew and St. Mark, a very 
likely reason may be assigned for it. They make no mention of 
the raising of Lazarus from the dead, Jest they might expose him 
to the persecution of the Jewish Sanhedrim: and for the same 
cause they naturally withheld the name of his sister; but St. 
John, who wrote after the destruction of Jerusalem, could have 
no cause for such concealment. Nor is it a necessary inference 
that Mary left the head of Jesus unanointed, because she is 
stated by St. John to have anointed his feet. The general prac- 
tice of the East is a sufficient warrant for admitting the former 
circumstance; and therefore the more extraordinary part of the 
transaction only is related by St. John, in accordance with his 
peculiar manner of relating what his predecessors had passed 
over in silence. In stating that the disciples murmured, St. 
Matthew does not mean they all expressed their disapprobation, 
though it may be that they tacitly assented to the censure of 
Judas. The plural is put by Enallage for the singular, as in 
Gen. viii. 4. Judg xii. 7. Neh. vi. 7. Matt. xxvii. 44. and else- 
where. Lastly, our Lord’s vindication, as given by St. John, has 
been thus misinterpreted into a prediction of what passed at the 
time :—Let her alone: she hath spent but part of tt now, that 
she might reserve the rest for the day of my funeral. But the 
words are a prediction of Christ’s death, and are beautifully 
taken from the occasion. Jf this ointment were laid out upon a 
dead body you would not think it too much : and you may con- 
sider this anointing as an embalming of me, the day of my fu- 
neral being so near. 

Hence it appears that there is no inconsistency in the two 
accounts as given by St. Matthew and St. John; and the 
points in which they agree are so numerous and particular that 
they cannot easily be separated into different events: 1. Both 
happened in Bethany; 2. the anointing in both cases was by 
a woman, not as was more commonly. the case, by the host ; 
3. both happened shortly before the Passover, so shortly in- 
deed, that the disciples cannot be supposed to have repeated 
the observation which their Master had censured in Judas, 
within the period assigned; 4. in both cases the ointment was 
the same, and so expensive, that the unction was deemed waste- 
ful; 5. in both cases we meet with the remarkable circumstance, 
that the ointment was not purchased for the purpose to which it 
was applied, but had been preserved for some time by the person 
who used it; and one might almost conjecture, it was the re- 
mainder of the ointment which Martha and Mary had purchased 
for the funeral of Lazarus; 6. in both cases the unction is cen- 
sured, and upon the same grounds; 7. the vindication offered by 
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Jesus has been shewn to be the same in both cases ; in which the 
prediction respecting the record of the transaction can scarcely 
have been fulfilled, unless St. John’s account be identical with 
that of the other Evangelists. In every point of view, indeed, 
the two statements have the appearance of proceeding from dif- 
ferent eye-witnesses of the same fact. Mrcuartis, NEwcoME, 
Doppriver.—[Lieurroor, Wurrsy, MacxnieutT, &c.] 


Ver. ‘7. éd4Baorpov. Some derive this word from a priv. 
and Aan, a handle, understanding thereby a small eruse or vase, 
with no handles, and a long neck ike a modern oil flask. Plin. 
N. H. IX. 35. Et procerioribus margaritis sua gratia est ; elen- 
chos appellant fastigiata longitudine, alabastrorum figura im 
pleniorem orbem desinentes. It is more probable, however, that 
the name is derived from a species of onyx, called in Arabic 
Batstraton, and with the article Al-batstraton, which was pecu- 
liarly adapted to the purposes of preserving unguents. Plin. 
N. H. XXXVI. 7, 8. Onychem etiamnum in Arabie montibus, 
nec usquam alicubi, nasci putavere nostri veteres ; hunc alique 
lapidem alabastraton vocant, quem cavant ad vasa unguentaria, 
quoniam optime servare incorrupta dicitur. Compare Ibid. XIII. 
2. Among the presents sent by Cambyses to the King of Aithio- 
pia, was a pipov aAaBaorpov, Herod. III. 20.° They are men- 
tioned by Plutarch in Alexand. p. 676. Pollux VI. Athen. VI. 
19., and from them a city in Arabia was called Alabastra, Plin. 
N. H. V.9. Hence the name was by degrees applied to unguent 
vases, of whatever material they might be composed. Thus 
aac alabasters are mentioned in Theoc. Idyl. XV. 114. Zupiw 

éptew xoboe adaBaoropa. So also Alexis ap. Athen. XV. 13. 
It has been supposed that the vessel here intended was of glass ; 
as the woman is said to have brokenit; Mark xiv. 3. But the 
expression breaking the box implies merely breaking the cement 
with which the vase was closed, to prevent the perfume from eva 
porating. So Propert. El. IV. 7. 21. fracto busta friare cado. It 
was usual in the East to stop the bottles, containing essences, with 
cotton, and to seal them with wax; and those which contain the 
attar of roses are still sealed in this manner. Some would render 
the verb ovrrpiBav, to shake, but there are no good authorities 
for its use in this sense. Ler CLerc, Kurnozi.—[Hammonp, 
Grotius, Wuirsy.| Of the wnguent itself see on Mark xiv. 3. 
and of the custom of embalming, to which our Lord here alludes, 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 520. as well as for an explana~ 
tion of the verb évrapudZev, v. 12. 


Ver. 8. awéXdea. Profusion, waste. So ¢0dpo0¢ is used in 
Theocr. Idyl. XV. 18. The phrase mapéyev Kdtove, v. 10. to 
molest, occurs in Arist. Prob. V. 38. So Isaiah vii. 18. ayova 
wapéxev. Ecclus, xxix. 4, révov mapéxew. More commonly, 
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however, we find mpayuara wapéyev. Our Lord’s vindication 
of Mary’s conduct proceeds upon the principle, that of two good 
actions, that should always be performed, which must either be 
done at the present time, or never, in preference to that for which 
there may be other and frequent opportunities. It is not ne- 
cessary to suppose that the woman had any presentiment of 
Christ’s approaching death: she merely intended to testify her 
veneration of our Lord according to a prevailing custom of the 
Jews, from which our Lord took occasion to intimate that his 
funeral was at hand. Inv. 11. we have an explicit refutation of 
the doctrine of Transubstantiation. Kurnort, Kypxe, ALBERT, 
Wuirtsy, Le Cierc. 


Ver. 14. rére. This adverb is of very indefinite signification, 
and by no means fixes the period at which the betrayal took 
place, as immediately consecutive upon the anointing of our 
Lord. It is used with considerable latitude in many places both 
of the N. T. and the LXX.. Some would include the preceding 
narrative (vv. 6—13.) in a parenthesis, but this is unnecessary. 
KurnoEL.—[MarkKLanD. | 


Ver. 15. rotdxovra apytpia. Some MSS. read crarijpac. 
This, however, is probably only a gloss, since, when pieces of 
money are mentioned in the Scriptures, the Jewish shekel or 
stater is to be understood. Thus in the Targum the ten pieces 
of silver mentioned in 2 Sam. xviii. 11. are called ten shekels. 
The value of the shekel or stater was equivalent to four drachmas; 
or about half a crown of our money; and thirty of these, or about 
£3 15s. was the usual price of a slave. See the Tracts Hrachen, 
p- 40. and Shekalim, c. 1. Maimon. Mor. Nev. III. 40. and 
compare Exod. xxi. 32. So true it is that our blessed Saviour 
took upon him the form of a servant. Wuirsy, A. Crarke. The 
verb ioravat signifies properly, as applied to money, to weigh 
out, in reference to the ancient mode of paying by weight; 
whence, after the introduction of coined money, it denoted gene- 
rally to pay. Compare Job vi. 2. xxviii. 15. xxxi. 6, Hom. II. 
N. 745. T. 247. It is argued, however, from a comparison of 
Mark xiv. 11. and Luke xxii. 5. that the priests only promised 
the money at the time, or paid part only in earnest of the re- 
mainder: but the discrepancy can be of little importance. The 
Evangelists in all probability speak by anticipation, the money 
having been duly paid when the contract was fulfilled. KuINOoEL. 
—[Grortius, Micwac is. ] 


Ver. 17. rodry tov aZbuwv. Reference has already been made 
to Mr. Horne’s work, for information on the subject of the Pass- 
over. A question of great difficulty here presents itself; whether 
Christ partook of that feast with his disciples before his crucifixion ; 
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and if so, at what time he partook thereof. It appears from John 
xviil. 28. that the Jews would not go into the judgment hall on 
the Friday morning, lest they should be defiled and rendered 
unfit for eating the passover in the evening; and in John xix. 14. 
the noon of Friday is called the preparation of the passover : 
‘some affirm, therefore, that the expressions here employed of 
making ready the passover, and of eating the passover, refer to 
acommemorative supper, used by our Lord instead of the proper 
paschal supper, because his crucifixion would have taken place 
before the time appointed for the celebration of the passover. 
On the other hand it is contended, that Matthew, Mark, and 
Luke cannot be understood in reference to any other than the 
passover properly so called, and consequently that the Thursday 
evening on which Christ supped with his disciples was the ge- 
neral time of the paschal celebration that year. In order to 
reconcile St. John with the other Evangelists, the advocates of 
this opinion assert, that the passages above cited refer to the day 
of holy convocation, or first day of the seven, during which the 
feast continued. But on this supposition, Christ must have been 
accused, and tried, and crucified on the day of holy convocation, 
which was observed as strictly as a sabbath. Hence a third 
opinion, far more probable, has arisen, that our Lord did eat the 
passover this year, but not at the same time with the Jews. It 
appears from the Talmud, the Mischna, and the Rabbinical 
writings, that in cases of doubt respecting the time of the appear- 
ance of the new moon, the passover was permitted to be holden 
on both of the two days between which the doubt lay; and Epi- 
phanius relates that there was a contention (Odovf0c) about the 
passover this very year. We may fairly infer, therefore, from 
the three first Evangelists, that a part of the Jewish nation sa- 
crificed the paschal lamb on the same day with our Saviour; and 
from St. John, that many of the Scribes and Pharisees did not 
sacrifice until the evening of the following day, about the time 
that our Lord expired on the cross. It may be objected, that our 
Lord could not in this case eat the feast according to law, as the 
priests, following the order of the Sanhedrim, to observe the 
passover the day following, would not have sprinkled the blood 
of the lamb at the foot of the altar. But, independent of what 
has been said respecting the uncertainty of the paschal full moon, 
it had become necessary to employ more than one day for slaugh- 
tering the immense number of lambs which were required for 
the feast. In one year no less than 256,000 lambs were offered, 
Joseph. B. J. VII. 9. 3. It will be allowed, also, that if, as 
was probably the case, our Saviour did anticipate the generality 
of the Jews in celebrating the supper, the error was not on his 
part. Neither his character, conduct, nor sentiments, will permit 
us to believe that he disobeyed in the slightest degree, the Mosaic 
ordinances; and if he refused to follow, upon: this occasion, the 
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practice of the high priests, his refusal must be ascribed to some 
deviation in their practice from the Levitical injunctions. What- 
ever rules might have guided him, he doubtless eat the passover 
on the day when é ought to have been killed, tv 1)” EAE! Obeoban 
To waoxa, (Luke xxii. 7.) With respect to the objection that 
our Lord and his disciples seem to have reclined at table con- 
trary to the paschal institution, which required them to eat it 
' standing ; the words avéxerro, v. 20. and avémece, Luke xxii. 14, 
should probably not be confined to the sense which they usually 
bear. The custom is known to have been abandoned in the 
latter days of the Jewish church. Thus in Pisach: R. Levi 
saith, It is the manner of slaves to eat standing ; but now let 
them eat lying down, that it may be known they are gone out of 
bondage to liberty. So Maimonides: We are obliged to he 
down when we eat, that we may eat after the manner of kings 
and nobles. Our Lord might, therefore, and in all probability 
did, attend to the Levitical injunction, though the Evangelists 
have used terms in accordance with the more general practice of 
the time. It should seem, then, that Christ kept the passover 
at the beginning of the 14th of the month Nésan, the precise day 
on which the Jews had eaten their first passover in Egypt, 
(Hod. xii. 6. sqq.) and that on the same part of the day in 
which they had sacrificed the first paschal lamb, i. e. between 
the two evenings, Christ our psssover was sacrificed for us. 
There is yet another opinion on this difficult question, which 
supposes that our Lord did indeed eat a@ passover with his dis- 
ciples, but that it was one of his own institution, and very dis- 
tinct from that eaten by the Jews, namely, the mystical passover, 
or sacrament of his body and blood. Now it was during this 
last paschal supper that the Eucharist was instituted; and it was 
doubtless with a view to this institution that Christ so ardently 
desired to eat this passover with his disciples; so that, in fact, 
this opinion harmonises in a great degree with the last. It may 
even be that no lamb was killed upon this occasion, and that the 
bread of the Eucharist was substituted in its place. On this sup- 
position, the preparation for the passover would merely imply the 
providing of a convenient room, removing all the leaven from the 
house, and such other necessary acts as would be unlawful on 
the following day. Thus every thing was duly prepared, and 
the sacrament ordained, and thenceforward substituted in the 
place of the passover, as a memorial of the sacrifice of the true 
paschal lamb, which was then about to be made for the sins of 
the world. Hammonp, Macxnicut, A. CLarke, Benson, Cup- 
worTH.—[Watt, Newcome, Licutroor, Wuirsy, Le Cuerc, 


&e.] 


Ver. 18. rov Setva. The Greeks made use of this term in fa- 
miliar conversation, to designate a person well known to those 
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whom they address, but whose name they had reason for with- 
holding, or did not immediately recollect. Schol. Lucian. Vit. 
Auct. 19. 7d dsiva cid Oacty of wadatot AéyELv, OUTWE apedwc TOY 
Adbyov moodyovtes émt THY ovyKobmre Te Bovdopévwr TH aop.o~ 
tia tov dvéuaroc. Tradition has variously reported that the in- 
dividual here intended was John the Evangelist, Nicodemus, 
Joseph of Aramathea, and Simon the Leper; and it is supposed 
that our Lord concealed his name that Judas might not be 
enabled, by a too early knowledge of his arrangements, to in- 
terrupt the celebration of the last supper. WetsTern, KuINnoEL. 
Ibid. 5 xaipd¢ pov zyyéc tort. The word xaipoc is very ge- 
nerally understood of the éime of Christ’s apprehension, suffer- 
ings, and death; and numerous instances are produced by the 
commentators in which it is used metaphorically to denote cala- 
mity. So also the Latin tempus in Nepos, de Vit. Miltiad. 5. 
But the connecting clause, tod¢ oe wow 7d Taoxa, plainly refers 
it to the time of keeping the passover; and in other places also 
Christ has used the same or equivalent expressions, where there 
can be no reference whatever to his passion or death. From the 
ordinary acceptation of the words may be drawn an additional 
inference, that the time of our Lord celebration of the passover 
was different from that of the rest of the Jews. Kurnorz, Ro- 
SENMULLER.—[KyYPKE, WETSTEIN, Grotivs, &c.] 


Ver, 23. 6 tuBapac x. 7. Xr. As the Jews eat the passover, 
there were several little dishes, containing the juice of the bitter 
herbs, on different parts of the table; so that each dipped his 
bread into that which was nearest to him. Judas, therefore, was 
near our Lord at the paschal supper, since he is represented as 
dipping in the same dish with him. Hence it is supposed by 
some that our Lord’s reply to Judas in v. 25. was only heard by 
the traitor himself; that the other Apostles merely knew that one 
of those who were nearest to their Master would betray him; and 
that the sop given to Judas (John xiii. 26.) indicated to John 
only the precise individual. The disciples do not indeed appear 
to have been immediately certified on the point ; even Judas 
himself pretends not to understand the designation. Others, 
however, maintain that Christ intended to point out the traitor 
to the rest of the disciples; and such was unquestionably his ulti- 
mate object, though in all probability it was not recognized by 
the disciples till Judas had left the apartment. Some would ren- 
der the aorist éupapac in the sense of to be wont; so that our 
Lord’s allusion will merely imply that the traitor was one of 
those who usually ate with him: but this seems improbable. A. 
CiarkE, Grotivs.—[RoseENMULLER, KUINOEL. | 


Ver, 24. twaye. Verbs signifying to depart are used in all 
languages, by a common Euphemism, in the sense of to die. 
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Thus olyeoOar, Eurip. Alcest. 379. Soph. Elect. 152. Aj. 1149, 
Xen. Cyr. III. 1. 8. Anab. III. 1. 22. awépyeoOa, Aélian. V. H. 
II. 25. améva, Apoll. Rhod. II. 140. S¢Shxevar, Soph. Ged. 
C. 1673. In Latin, Stat. Theb. IX. 559. Letus abi. Silv. IL. 
218. Ibimus omnes. We have wopeb<ra in the same sense in 
Luke xiii. 33. It is true that drayw is not found in this accep- 
tation, but cic aiénv irayw occurs without an ellipsis in a frag- 
ment of Nicarchus ap. Anthol. Gr. VII. 169. Compare 1 Kings 
ii. 2. Psalm xxxix. 13. Wisd. iv. 2. LXX. Eusner, RaPuetivs, 
KUINOEL. 

Ibid. xadbv jv adr, kK. r. X. This was a Hebrew expression, 
commonly applied to any flagrant transgressor, Gr to one whose 
lot was more particularly unfortunate. Thus in Schemoth R. 
§. 40. p. 135. He that knoweth the Law, and doeth it not, tt 
were better for him that he had not come into the world. Again 
in Beracoth, p. 17, 1. Jé were better for him that he were.not 
created. -Compare Jerem. xv. 10. xx. 14. Similar expressions 
are sometimes found also in the classic writers, though in re- 
ference to temporal calamities. See Hom. I]. . 40. Plutarch, 
Consol. ad Apol. p. 115. and the tragic writers, passim. ScHo- 
ETTGEN, Ligutroot, Kypxs. ‘ It has been inferred from this 
prediction respecting the treachery of Judas, that he was from 
the beginning to the end under an absolute necessity of doing as 
he did. But the fore knowledge of God that he would so act, 
by no means impelled him to the action: and Chrysostom justly 
observes, that Judas was not a traitor because God foresaw it, 
but God foresaw it because Judas would be so. The woe de- 
nounced against him is also decisive against the Calvinistic doc- 
trine, that all men, except some few elect, are excluded by an 
immutable decree, from the favour of heaven. For such a deter- 
mination would have made this the condition of Judas, though 
he had not betrayed Christ, provided he was not one of God’s 
elect. WuiTBy. 


Ver. 25. ob cimac. This was the usual form of solemn affirma- 
tion. Thus in Beracoth: When the Zipporenses enquired if R. 
Judas was dead, the son of Zaphra answered; Ye have said. 
Compare Arist. Plut. 96. Plaut. Merc. I. 2. 52. ScHorTTGEn, 
KUINOEL. 


Ver. 26. tofidvtwy avrav. That the eating here alluded to 
was that of the paschal lamb, into the place of which the Eu- 
charist was intended to succeed, and not an ordinary meal, has 
been shewn to be the most probable opinion ; though the question 
is involved in considerable difficulty. In the apostolic age, after 
the abolition of the paschal feast, the disciples probably cele- 
brated the sacrament at or after their usual supper, (Acts ii. 46. 
xx. 7, 11.) and the agape of the primitive Christians have also 
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been supposed by some to have preceded or accompanied the 
participation of the Eucharist. This, however, is a point upon 
which there is a great division of sentiments ; and it is at least 
certain that the two feasts were kept separately in very early 
times. See Jude 12. According to Cyprian, it was received 
in the third century every day, but at what time is uncertain: 
the Church of Corinth seems to have solemnized it in the morning, 
and that this was the general practice, at least in times of perse- 
cution, appears from Plin. Epist. X. 97. From the Acts of the 
Apostles it appears, that it was administered in general to the dis- 
ciples, on the Lord’s day, in their public assemblies. Grortus. 
With respest to the institution itself, there are certain points 
which it will be necessary to consider. : 


[ON THE EUCHARIST. 


The circumstances attending the first appointment of this holy 
rite, are related with little variation by two other Evangelists be- 
sides St. Matthew; and by St. Paul, who declares that he derived 
his account from divine revelation. See Mark xiv. 22—26. Luke 
xxii. 19, 20. 1 Cor. xi. 23. St. John’s silence on this subject is 
readily accounted for by his knowledge of what the other three 
Evangelists had written; and by his conviction that their relation 
was true, and amply established by their united testimony and that 
of St. Paul. From their accounts of this most solemn act of reli- 
gious worship, we derive the following information respecting its 
design, its nature, and the particulars of its institution. 

I. The design for which the Lord’s Supper was instituted is 
stated in the Church Catechism, in accordance with our Saviour’s 
declaration, to be for the continual remembrance of the sacrifice 
of the death of Christ, and of the benefits which we receive 
thereby. In this view, the regular and frequent celebration of 
it not only records the object for which he came into the world, 
and suffered death upon the cross, but it is also a standing proof 
of his divine mission to all ages of the world. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. I. p. 147. As the sacrament of Baptism is the pre- 
scribed mode of admission into the blessings of Christ’s covenant ; 
so is that of the Lord’s Supper the ordinance by which remission. 
of sins and sanctifying grace are conferred upon the faithful and 
penitent members of the Church of Christ. Surely, therefore, 
an implicit obedience to the last command of our dying Lord is 
the first and most important duty of those who profess to believe 
the Gospel. 

II. With respect to the nature of the Eucharist, it may be ne- 
cessary to advert to the analogy which it bears to the Jewish sa- 
crifices. Some of these, it is well known, were entirely conse- 
crated to God, as typical of the full, perfect, and sufficient sa- 
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crifice which Christ should make for the sins of the world. Of 
others, as the sin-offergs, a portion was eaten by the priests, 
as mediators to God in behalf of the person who offered the sa- 
crifice, who did not partake of it himself, as being still in a state 
of guilt. In peace offerings, however,.which were a token of 
reconciliation between God and man, part was offered to God, 
and the rest consumed by the priest and the party offering, who 
were entitled thereby, if offered conscientiously, to consider 
themselves reinstated in covenant with God. ‘To this latter class 
the Jewish Passover, and consequently the Lord’s Supper, clearly 
belong; and thus our Lord expressly declares in John vi. 53. 
Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man, and drink his blood, 
ye have no life in you. Compare 1 Cor. v.’7, 8. Hence the sa- 
crament of the Lord’s Supper is a feast upon a sacrifice, as were 
those under the Jewish law, and also those among the Heathen, 
upon things offered to idols; and a comparison is accordingly 
drawn between them in 1 Cor. x. 13. sqq. Now these epule 
sacrificiales under the law were considered as federal rites be- 
tween God and those that offered them, in the same way as co- 
venants were ratified in ancient times by the contracting parties 
eating and drinking together. See my notes on Hom. Il. B. 124. 
341. Hence, as salt was a necessary appendix to these sacrificial 
feasts, it is called the salt of the covenant, 2 Chron. xiii. 5. 
Compare also Levit. 13. Numb. xviii. 19. Those who partook 
of these sacrifices, therefore, were God’s guests, and entered 
into covenant with him by eating their portion of the victim, while 
his was consumed; the divine presence being sometimes clearly 
manifested by the descent of fire from heaven, thereby acknow- 
ledging his acceptance of the offering. In the same manner, the 
Christian’s participation in the Holy Communion, is a visible 
pledge of Christ’s love to his faithful followers, as well as a 
federal rite, uniting them to God and to one another. For a fur- 
ther view of the typical connection between the passover and the 
sacrament, see Horne’s Introduction. 

III. We come now to the particulars of the institution, which 
we shall consider in order: 1. Aasav tov dprov. E, T. He took 
bread. Itis rendered by Campbell, the loaf; upon the principle 
that the article is definete, and from the inference suggested in 
1 Cor. x. 17. that one loaf only, larger or smaller according to 
the company, was provided on the occasion. But the article is 
wanting in several important MSS. in most of the MSS. of Mark 
xiv. 22. and in all of Luke xxii. 19. so that, assuming the in- 
tended agreement of the three historians, the text of St. Matthew 
is probably unauthorised. It is to be observed also, that al- 
though the passage adduced from 1 Cor. x. 17. supported by the 
testimony of the Fathers, fully proves the Christian practice, the 
accounts which have reached us of the mode of celebrating the 
passover, uniformly speak of ¢wo loaves of unleayened. bread. 
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Nor are we to wonder at this deviation from the usage of the 

superseded institution. Of the two cakes, usually introduced at . 
the passover, only one is recorded to have been broken by Christ ; 

and it was therefore natural that his followers should discontinue 

so much of the Jewish rite as was foreign to the newly estab- 

lished ordinance. Thus, at no distant period, the bread employed 

was not necessarily wnleavened; for though unleavened bread 

was actually used by Christ, it was not studiously chosen, but was — 
such as the passover unavoidably presented. The Greek and 
Latin churches, however, subsequently disputed this point; the 
former giving leavened bread, and the latter wnleavened, or, at 
present, wafers.—2. evroyioac. The E. T. renders blessed it, 
i. e. the bread: but of this see on Matt. xiv. 19. In speaking 
of the cup, the corresponding word in the next verse is evxapvo- 
rhoac, from which the appellation Eucharist partly took its rise, 
and partly, perhaps, from the service being a sacrifice of praise 
and thanksgiving. It is probable that as the Jews, at their great 
feasts, extended their thanks to particularize the blessings they 
commemorated, so the first Christians returned especial thanks at 
the sacrament for the blessings of redemption. See Clem. Alex. 
VIL. 27. Iren. V. 2. Origen. c. Cels. VIII. The name Eu- 
charist first appears in the Epistles of Ignatius, A. D. 107., but 
from the familiar use which he appears to make of it, it was in all 
probability ceéval with the age of the Apostles.—3. tAace. He 
brake it; probably into as many pieces as the number of guests, 
i. e. twelve or thirteen. There can be no doubt that the breaking 
of the bread is a very essential part of the celebration of the 
Lord’s Supper ; for this act was especially designed by our Lord 
to represent the breaking of the body of Christ upon the cross. 
In this view it is mentioned by St. Paul and the Evangelists, that 
our Lord said, Take, eat, this is my body broken for you; Do 
this in remembrance of me ; i. e. Eat this bread broken, in remem- 
brance of my body broken. When no bread is broken, there is 
no memorial of his broken body. Hence it is that the sacrament 
is expressly designated the breaking of bread, (Acts ii. 42. xx. 
7.) and the bread itself is called kAdopara by Augustin. The 
spirit of the institution, therefore, is wholly overlooked in the 
Romish Church, where no bread is broken, but the consecrated 
wafer is placed upon the tongue by the priest, and swallowed 
whole by the communicant.—4. édidov rote uabjrace. Hence it 
appears that the distribution of the bread, which is also omitted 
by the Church of Rome, is equally necessary to the due solemni- 
zation of the Eucharist; and it was in fact observed, as Hum- 
bertus testifies, by the Romanists themselves as late as the eleventh 
century.—5. aBere, payers’ x. 7. A. It is the eating of the 
bread, which constitutes the feast upon the sacrifice, and ratifies 
the covenant between God and the communicant; and as the 
Jews were accustomed to understand that the food of the body 
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typified that of the mind, the benefits to be communicated would 
be readily appreciated. These benefits are justly represented in 
the Church Catechism fo be the strengthening and refreshing of 
our souls by the body and blood of Christ, as our bodies are by 
the bread and wine. It is well known, that upon the solemn 
declaration of our Lord, rovré tort 75 Goud pov, the Romanists 
ground their doctrine of Transubstantiation, which is thus stated 
in the 14th article of the Creed of Pope Pius IV. In the sacra- 
ment of the Eucharist there is really and substantially the body 
and blood, together with the soul and the divinity of our Lord 
Jesus Christ; and there is a conversion of the whole substance 
of the bread into his body, and of the whole substance of the 
wine into his blood. It should be observed, however, that the 
analogy existing between the Eucharist and the Passover di- 
rectly opposes this doctrine: and that our Lord merely intended 
that the bread signified or represented his body in the same 
sense as the paschal lamb is said to be the passover. In the 
Hebrew and Chaldee there is no word which expresses to mean, 
signify, denote, and, therefore, the Hebrews say é¢ és for ét sig- 
nifies. Examples of this figure abound not only in the O. T. 
but in the N. T., in which the idioms of the Hebrew language 
are known to prevail. Compare Gen. xli. 26, 27. Dan. vii. 24. 
Matt. xiii. 38, 39. Luke viii. 9. xv. 26. John vii. 36. x. 6. Acts 
x. 17. 1 Cor. x. 4. Gal. iv. 24. Rev. i. 20. The same form of 
speech is common also in our own language. Should a person, 
entering a museum, enquire whose was such and such a bust or 
statue, he would probably be told, this is Socrates, that Plato, 
a third Homer, and so on: nor is he deceived by this informa- 
tion; he knows that the busts are not the ¢dentical persons, 
but merely the representations of the said philosophers, poets, 
&c. sculptured on marble. So any man of plain sense must see 
as great a difference between the man Christ Jesus and a piece 
of bread, as between a bust of marble and the philosopher it re- 
presents. The bread could not be Christ’s natural body, while 
he was alive, and performing the act of breaking it; nor could 
the wine in the cup be the blood still flowing in his veins. In 
fact, the elements are still called bread and wine after their con- 
secration, (1 Cor. xi. 27.) and it is absurd to suppose that the 
real body of Christ can be present to different assemblies of com- 
municants at the same time. Tertullian, adv. Marcion. V. 40. 
Acceptum panem, et distributum discipulis, corpus tlum suum 
fecit, Hoc est corpus meum dicendo ; id est, Figura corporis mei. 
6. After the words this is my body, St. Luke adds, which is 
given for you; and St. Paul, which is broken for you. Herein 
there is an allusion to the offering of sacrifice : an innocent crea- 
ture was brought to the altar of God, and offered instead of, or 
as an atonement for, the person who brought it. 7. AaBwv rd 
morno.ov, k. 7. A. It is not quite decided which of the four pass- 
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over cups it was that our Saviour declared to be the symbol of 
his blood: it is usually understood to have been the third, or the 
cup of blessing, which was regarded as the most important of 
the four. Some, however, infer from the expression era 76 
Servasat, in Luke xxii. 20., that it was the fourth, and last, but 
this is by no means decisive, as the cup of blessing immediately 
followed the eating of the lamb, which was the last thing eaten. 
The article before worfovov will decide nothing, except that one 
vessel only was employed at the paschal supper; and though four 
cups full of wine were to be emptied at different times during the 
ceremony, a single cup four times filled was all which the occasion 
required. Very few MSS. indeed want the article, and in the 
parallel place of Mark so many are without it, that Griesbach 
is inclined to reject it; but in Luke all the MSS. agree in giving 
it; and, therefore, as it may be presumed that uniformity was in- 
tended by the several Evangelists, it is surely safer to retain it. 
In the celebration of the passover it was customary to dilute the 
wine with water, and it should seem that the strength of the 
wine and the heat of the climate required it. Hence in Beracoth, 
p- 50, 2. The wise agree with R. Eleazar, that one ought not 
_ to bless over the cup of blessing till water be mixed with i. 
Our Lord, however, does not mention the water as essential to 
the Eucharist, though it is manifest from the Fathers that the 
early Christians continued to temper their wine, and the Ro- 
manists do so to the present time. These latter are far less punc- 
tilious in obeying an express command of Christ, in direct viola- - 
tion of which they deny the cup to the laity. The words of 
Christ, in relation to this part of the rite, seem to be, as it were, 
prophetically emphatic: Drink ye auu of this; atu, without ex- 
ception or reserve: and the notion of the Papists, that the injunc- 
tion was directed exclusively to the Apostles, who were then 
made priests, is completely overthrown by the reason assigned 
why ALL are to drink of the cup: For this is my blood of the 
new covenant, which is shed for many for the remission of sins. 
All, therefore, who stand in need of forgiveness, i. e. all mankind, 
are to partake thereof; and such was the invariable practice of 
the church for above 1300 years. Of the import of v. 28. see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 192. 314. note. . In'the latter part 
of the verse our Lord seems to turn from federal to piacular sa- 
-crifices.. It was usual in the former to receive the blood in a 
vessel, which, among the more barbarous nations, was drank 
by the contracting parties, as appears from Ezek. xxxix. 19. 
Tacit. Annal. XII. Val. Max. IX. 11.; but the more civilized 
nations substituted a libation of wine. See my note on Hom. II. 
B. 341. In piacular sacrifices the life of the victim was offered 
as a substitute for the life of the man, who had deserved death: 
thus a daily sacrifice was offered in the temple for the sins of the 
people; and it is in evident allusion to this that our Lord de- 
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clared his blood to be shed for the remission of sins. The verb 
éxxéw or éxxbw is frequently employed in the LXX ina sacrificial | 
sense, in reference to the blood poured out before the altar of the 
Lord by way of atonement. See Exod. xxix. 12. Lev. iv. 7. 14, 
17. 30. 34. viii. 15, ix. 9. 2 Kings xvi. 15. and elsewhere. In 
this place the present participle &yuvéuevoy is used in the sense 
of the proximate future, and should be rendered now about to be 
shed. Examples of similar usage occur in Matt. iii. 10. xx. 22. 
Mark ix. 31. Luke xvii. 12. xxiv. 49. John iv. 21. Of the word 
dvaOjxn, which the E. T. here incorrectly renders testament, see 
Prelim. Obss. §. 1. The preposition wept is used for virép, as in 
Mait. ix. 36. John xvii. 9. Ephes. vii. 18. Hom. Il. M. 243. and 
frequently elsewhere. Of zod\év for révrwv see on Matt. xx. 


= Wuitsy, Licutroor, A. CLARKE, Hammonp, MIDDLETON, 
c. &c. | 


_ Ver. 29. andor. Henceforth, hereafter ; as in vy. 64. Rev. 
xiv. 3. There is, however, great difference of opinion respecting 
the import of the passage. Some suppose, with Euthymius, 
that the declaration was fulfilled at the commencement of the 
Messiah’s kingdom after his resurrection, when he ate and drank 
with his disciples, Luke xxiy. 30. 43. John xxi. 13. Acts i. 4. 
x. 41. Others are of opinion that our Lord intended merely 
to announce the discontinuance of the Jewish passover, and the 
lasting substitution of the Eucharist in its place. But the object 
of our Lord’s eating and drinking after his resurrection was 
simply to convince them of the reality of that important event; 
and his expression does not appear to have any particular refer- 
ence to the cessation of the passoyer. . It seems more probable, 
therefore, that he intended by a strong figure to prepare them 
for his departure, which was now close at hand; and would pre- 
vent his partaking in the commemoration of any future solemnity 
till the end of time. The figure of drinking wine is frequently 
employed in Scripture to indicate feasting, as in Isaiah xxii. 15. 
xxiv. 9.; and. thence the happiness of heaven, Matt. viii. 11. 
xxii. 4. _ Hence the epithet cacvov, which denotes wine of a dif- 
ferent nature from that which was then before them, and such as 
the kingdom of God alone can afford. Ina similar sense are to 
be understood the expressions new heavens, new earth, new man, 
new Jerusalem, and the like. So Virg. Eccl. V. 71. Vina novum 

fundam Ariusia nectar; i. e. according to Servius, quale nun- 
quam habuerit. Compare Hor..Od. I, 31. 2. It is true that the 
kingdom of God, which is the term employed in Mark XIV. 25. 
Luke xxii. 18. frequently signifies the Gospel state; but this is 
never called, as here, the A¢ngdom.of the Father, nor will the 
kingdom be delivered up-to the Father till after the final judg- 
ment, See I Cor. xv. 24, xxii. 8. _Hammonp, Le Cuerc, Kur- 
Y 2 
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norL.—[Wnirsy, Portus, &c.] The periphrasis yévynua rou 
cuédov, and the like, denoting wine, was frequent both with 
Jews and Greeks. Compare Deut. xxii. 9. Isaiah xxxii. 12. 
Hab. iii. 17. So Anacr. 4. 7. yévoc¢ auréAov. Pind. Nem. IX. 
123. apédov Traic. Herod. I. 212. aumédwvoc xapréc. Kul- 
NOEL, ALBERTI. 


Ver. 30. éuvicavrec. Pious hymns, such as those of Hannah, 
Deborah, Mary, Zachariah, and others, were frequently recited 
or chaunted by the Jews upon occasions of rejoicing ; and it has, 
therefore, been supposed that that which was now sung by our 
Lord and his disciples was one adopted to the institution of the 
Eucharist, and similar to the Christian hymn, Acts iv. 24.; or 
that Christ probably formed his discourse recorded in John xvii. 
into asong of praise. But it is far more likely to have been the 
usual paschal Hadlled, consisting of the five Psalms cxiii.—cxviil., 
in which not only the events of the Exodus are commemorated, but 
there is a direct reference to the sorrows of the Messiah and the 
resurrection of the dead. WuitBy, ScHorTTGEN.—[HammonD, 
Grorivs. ] 


Ver. 31. sxavdarioijoeob: év tuot. E.T. Ye shall be offended 
because of me; i.e. ye will be induced, by the terrors of my 
situation, to forsake and deny me. ‘That the verb is here in- 
tended to convey this meaning is evident from the sequel; and, 
indeed, a virtual denial of Christ or his religion are always im- 
plied in this verb as used in the Gospel. The citation from 
Zech. xiii. 7. seems primarily to be understood of an evil shep- 
herd or teacher; and Christ applies the passage to himself ra- 
ther as an argument a fortiorz than as a prediction. If this would 
happen on account of the smiting of an evil shepherd, much 
more will it take place at the smiting of the good shepherd of the 
sheep. The expression was probably proverbial, since it is si- 
milarly applied in Joseph. Ant. VIII. 15. 4. Of the variation in 
the Hebrew and LXX version of the quotation, see -Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 212, In the following verse our Lord still 
continues the allusion to shepherds, who were usually in the 
Fast followed by their sheep, a fact to which there is a beautiful 
reference in John x. 4. For the fulfilment of the promise here 
given by Christ to his disciples, see Matt. xxviii. 7. sqq. WHITBY, 
Grotius, KuINnoEt. 


Ver, 34, roiv ddékropa pwrijca. It is de pwvijoa in Mark 
xiv. 13." In this, however, there is no inconsistency, since the 
Jews reckoned three, and the Heathens two, cock-crowings, of 
which the second, or that about break of day, was the most re- 
markable. Aristoph. Eccl. 414. 10 dsérep0v dAexrpbwv épbéyyero. 
Juv. Sat. IX. 107. Quod tamen ad galli cantum facit ille se- 
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cundi. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 169. It appears from 
the Talmud, in Bava Kama, c. 7. that cocks were not kept at 
Jerusalem because of the holy things; and on the same plea the 
priests were forbidden to keep them throughout all the land of 
Israel. Hence, an objection has been started that Peter could 
not have heard one crow. In order to remove the difficulty, 
some would interpret dAécropa metaphorically of a watchman, and. 
others urge that the canon was not strictly observed, as it is evident 
from the story related in Hrubbin, p. 26, 1. of a cock which killed 
a child, and was stoned by order of the council, that these birds 
were sometimes kept in Jerusalem. But, without resorting to 
these doubtful solutions, it is very possible that the crowing of a 
cock without the walls might easily, in the stillness of the night, 
have been heard at the house of Caiaphas, from which the walls 
were at no great distance. The noun dAékrwp is every where 
anarthrous in the N. T., unless, indeed, in Luke xxii. 60., where, 
however, on the authority of a multitude of MSS. the article is 
rejected by Griesbach ; and it is manifest, from this indefinite- 
ness, that cocks, if at all tolerated in Jerusalem, were far less 
common than with us. Wuirsy, Grorius, Mippiteton. ‘The 
words ¢wv) and gwvetv are used by the Greeks not only of birds 
generally, but of cocks in particular. Auneas Tact. 23. rev dAsk- 
ovévey tac devag. Lucian. Somn. I. dAXa oz, & Kakore ddex- 
Tovwv, oUTwe bEdpwvov bvta. So AZsop. Fab. 36.66. Hence 
Schol. Theocr. Idyl. II. 109. gwvedvra’ dvri rov pwvovvra ku- 
piwe émt Tov dovéwy éyerat. WETSTEIN, 


Ver. 35. kav S£y we obv ool drobaveiv. This declaration is 
strongly characteristic of Peter’s ardent disposition. The ex- 
pression made use of is proverbial, and frequently to be found in 
ancient writers. Aristoph. Plut. 216. kav di w aroBavety, avtc¢ 
Suarpd&w ravra. Compare Lysist. 123. Aristenet. Epist. II. 17. 
Dio. Cass. XLV. p. 301. Joseph. Ant. VI. 6.2. Waurtsrein, 
ALBERTI. i 


Ver. 36. TeOonpavn. Heb. 832W A, a place of oil-presses ; 
probably the village in which the produce of the Mount of Olives 
was prepared for use. Hither our Lord retired, as gardens, on 
account of the pollution of the weeds and dung, were not allowed 
in the city, and numbers were, therefore, formed near the walls in 
the neighbourhood of Mount Olivet. See Bava Metzia, c. 7. 
and compare John xviii.1. The three whom he selected as his 
immediate attendants are those who were also present at the 
transfiguration, and on other occasions of peculiar importance. 
It is remarkable that the words xaficare avrov «x. 7. X. are 
precisely those which Abraham addressed _to his servants when 
he went to sacrifice Isaac, Gen. xxii. 5. Liaurroor, Grorius. 


—[Kutnort, &c.] 
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Ver. 87, dueicbat kat dSnuovetv. The several terms which 
are here employed by our Lord and the Evangelists indicate the 
most excessive anguish and distress of mind. The verb aénpo- 
veiv rises above AueioOar; and 2cBauPcioOa, in Markxiv. 33. is, 
if possible, still more forcible than either. Our Lord himself re- 
presents his soul as wepiAvro¢ we Yavarou; and it is added in 
Luke xxii. 44. that his sweat was as it were great drops of 
blood falling down to the ground. Of the verb Avrsioba, de- 
noting a lively and piercing sorrow, examples abound; and aén- 
povetv, to be utterly exhausted and maddened with grief, is not 
unusual. Elian. Hist. An. IIT, 21. adnuovev kat ddiwv b76 
rov dyouc. Xenoph. Hellen. IV. 4. 3. ddnuovijsa rac puyac. 
Etym. M. ddnpovetv’ adbew, Kal dropeiv, cai dunxavetv. Hesych. 
donuovs* axndio, adywvud. Suid. Aftav Avrovpat, aToow. In the 
verb xOau<cioOa the intensive force of the preposition is dis- 
tinctly observable, as also in the adjective wepiAuTc, which is 
rendered yet more emphatic by the addition of fwe @avarov. So 
Jonas iv. 9. LXX. o¢ddoa AcAbrnpwa éyO Ewe Oavarov. Ecclus. 
iv. 28. we Tov Oavdrov dywvicai wept Thc GAnOetac. Anthol. II. 
13. 2. pucwy cavrov two Oavarov. There seems also to be an 
allusion to Psaln ecxiv. 3. . With respect to the bloody sweat, it 
has been thought that nothing more is implied than that the 
drops were Jarge and clammy, like drops of gore; but Aristotle 
(Hist. Anim. IIT. 19.) and Diodorus, (XVII. p. 560.) mention 
similar effects as attending an extraordinary agitation of mind: 
and the like is also asserted by some modern writers. ‘Thus 
Dr. Mead observes from Galen: Contingere interdum, poros 
ex multo aut fervido spiritu adeo dilatari, ut etiam exeat san- 
guis per eos, fiatque sudor sanguineus. DopvpripGr, WHITBY, 
WetstTeiIn, KuINoEL. 


[on CHRIST'S AGONY IN THE GARDEN OF GETHSEMANE. 


_ From the strong expressions employed in the description of 
our blessed Saviour’s agony, from the earnestness of his prayer 
for deliverance, and, indeed, from all the attendant circumstances, 
it is unquestionable that his distress of mind was in the highest 
degree poignant. and acute. Of the cause, however, to which 
this extremity of pain was owing, and of the nature of the sensa- 
tions which he experienced, much has been written, and little 
understood; and there is certainly something deeply mysterious 
in this part of his history. Some think it was occasioned by the 
divine wrath pressing in upon him; and that.God treated him, 
while bearing the sins of the world, as if he were indeed a sinner. 
But the ministry of the angel, (Luke xxii. 43.) who must have 
been sent from God, and sent in love too, is completely at va- 
riance with this notion; not to mention that no angelic strength 
could have resisted the force of God’s indignation. It is true, _ 
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indeed, that the circumstances related in this and the following 
verse in St. Luke are called in question, and that the verses are 
omitted in the Vatican, Alexandrian, and others of the oldest 
MSS. They are extant, however, in such a vast majority of 
MSS, versions, and Fathers, that there can be no doubt of their 
authenticity ; and, at all events, God could not regard him as a 
sinner who. was purity itself; but in every act Jesus was, and 
knew himself to be, that beloved Son, in whom the Father was 
well pleased, Neither is it credible, that his agony arose solely 
from the fear of death, and of the torments and the ignominy he 
was about to undergo; for many great and good men, many of 
the primitive martyrs for instance, and of our first reformers, 
have met death and tortures without such expressions of ago- 
nizing pain. His sufferings might, indeed, be embittered by a 
variety of sorrows peculiar to himself; by his foreknowledge of 
all that would befal him, by the complicated miseries that his 
death would bring upon his wretched countrymen, by the perse- 
cution to which his disciples would be exposed in propagating 
his religion, by the sympathy which his mother and his beloved 
apostle would experience in his fate, by the malignity of sin, and 
the vicarious burden thereof with which he was then oppressed, 
and by numberless considerations which could not fail to exas- 
perate his woes in a powerful degree. Still it is evident that the 
cup of sorrow (compare Matt. xx. 23.) was not. the bitterness of 
death: indeed, we are assured by St. Paul, in relation to this 
fact, that he was heard in that he-feared, (Heb. v. 7.) i. e. that 
he was delivered from the terrors that oppressed him; and yet 
we know that he was not delivered from the death of the cross, 
and that he left the garden with the most dignified composure to 
meet the dangers that awaited him. Upon the whole, the most 
probable opinion seems to be, that our Lord upon this occasion 
entered into a severe spiritual conflict with the great enemy of 
mankind, who assaulted the second Adam in a garden as he had 
done the first. After the temptation in the wilderness the devil 
is said to have departed from Christ for a season, (Luke iv. 13.) 
and it is not improbable that this might be the season at which he 
thought fit to return. The angel from heaven may be supposed 
to have come against the minister of hell, in order to. counteract 
his influence and strengthen the human nature of Christ under 
the horrors to which he was exposed. In the whole transaction, 
however, there are many things hard to be understood; and we 
cannot, therefore, be too careful that we presume not in our en- 
quiries into the hidden mysteries of God. Wurrsy, Lieutroor, 
A. CrarKxe.—[Grotivs, Catvin, DopprincE, &c. | 


Ver. 89. & Suvarév. Ff it be possible ; i.e. if it be consistent 
with the divine counsels, and the method therein proposed for 
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the redemption of the world. Many things are possible per se 
which are impossible in reference to certain prescribed condi- 
tions; and upon this principle the words of our Lord are easily 
reconciled with the parallel passage, Mark xiv. 36. All things 
are possible for thee. Our Lord’s will, in effect, therefore, per- 
fectly coincided with his Father’s; as it was his supreme desire 
that his Father should be obeyed, rather than any inclination of 
his own should be gratified. His prayer was intended to express 
not what was in reality as matters stood, but what would have 
been his desire, on the supposition that his Father's will did not 
interfere. As the Hebrew has no optative mood, the indicative, 
in conformity with the Oriental idiom, is frequently used in the 
N. T. in the sense of the optative. In regard to the spirit of the 
prayer, there is a similar sentiment in Arrian, Dissert. LVings 
kosizrov wyyouua 8 & Dede Oda, } 2yé. Wuirsy, Grotivs, 
CamppetL, Rapuenius. The verb zape\Oetv seems to be em- 
ployed in allusion to the passing of the goblet from one person to 
another at an entertainment. Epictet. 21. [2v cvpmrociq] weo- 
pcodusvoy yéyové Tt kata os; Koopiwe perada[3s' Tapéoxerat 5 [Ma 
karexe. WetsteIN. In the beginning of the verse the reading 
of many MSS. is zpocc\Oev, which some have approved; but 
the violent ellipsis which is necessary to complete the sense, sced. 
ele TOY THE TEOGEVYXNIC TOTOY, IS abundantly in favour of the re- 
ceived text. KurnoEt, GRIESBACH. 


Ver. 40. otrwe. Itane ? Siccine? This adverb is used in in- 
terrogations to denote a degree of censure mingled with admira- 
tion, the cause of which, in this instance, will be found in y. 35. 
See Mark iv. 40. 1 Cor. vi. 5. Hom. Od. E. 204, Callim. H. 
Del. 240. To the reproof itself there is something similar in 
Virg. Ain. IV. 560. Potes hoc sub casu ducere somnos ? Com- 
pare also Hom. Il. B. 23. Kurnorzt, WertsTEIn. 


Ver. 41. yonyoopsire. From the natural our Lord evidently 
passes to the metaphorical use of this verb; i. e. to be diligent 
and circumspect, as Matt. xxiv. 42. xxv. 13. It is to be re- 
marked, however, that our Lord does not exhort the disciples to 
pray that they might not be tempted, but that they might not be 
overcome by those temptations to which he knew they were about 
to be exposed. The verb ciogoxeoPar is used in the sense of 
ammergt et succumbere, as tumimreyv, 1 Tim. vi. 9. The succeed- 
ing clause is not only an affectionate excuse for the frailty of his 
followers, but an urgent motive for future vigilance and exertion, 
as if he had said: You have made a solemn promise not to for- 
sake me, and of your sincerity I entertain no doubt; yet when 
temptations actually arise, and fear, and shame, and persecution 
are at hand, the weakness of your flesh will prevail over your re- 
solution unless you use the greatest vigilance, and pray with fer- 
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vency for the Divine assistance. With the sentiment we may 
compare Lucian. Tragopod. 66. Yux7) piv oby pot at rooBupta 
maga’ Aéuac & vwOpdv ovx imnoerei THO0c. Stat. Theb. VIII. 
- 739, Odi artus, fragilemque hune corporis usum, Desertorem 
animt. GRotius, WHITBY. 


Ver. 42. wédw tx Sevtégov. Heracl. Pont. p. 452. de Seuré- 
pou && TaAw dpuotac rapaxne avapOelone. Plutarch, in Philopoem. 
madw ék Sevtépov teupOetc. Similar pleonasms occur in John 
iv. 54, xxi. 16. Acts x. 15. Hom. Od. I. 161. Xen. Hellen. 
III. 5. 21. Eurip. Herac. 488. Arist. Plut. 860. The adverb 
7aAw, however, may possibly be referred, as inv. 44., to ameA- 
Adv, and é deutépou, as éx tolrou (scil. yodvov) to meoonvéaro. 
With Bapvvduevor in the following verse there is an ellipsis of 
imvgy. Compare Luke ix. 32. Anthol. Gr. IV. 8.12. Eurip. 
Alcest. 395. Theocrit. Idyl. XXII. 204. Anac. Od. LII. 18. 
So Ovid, Met. V. 658. Somno gravatum. Kutnoru, Kypxe, 
PaLairet. Some have supposed that this excessive drowsiness 
in the disciples can only be accounted for upon the supposition 
that the evil spirit was at work with them as well as with Christ 
himself; and that it was in reference to the desire of Satan to 
sift them as wheat, (Luke xxi. 31.) that their Master enforced 
upon them the necessity of watchfulness. But there is no suffi- 
cient reason for this opinion, more especially as St. Luke (xxii. 
45.) is silent on this head, and refers it expressly to sorrow. 
DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 45. xabcidere 76 Xourdv. Some late interpreters translate 
this with an interrogation, Do ye still sleep? &c., and this ap- 
pears at first sight to suit better with what follows, arise, let us be 
going, &c. But the phrase 76 Aouroy, and simply Aouroyv, when- 
ever it relates to time, seems always to denote the future. Com- 
pare Acts xxvii. 20. 1 Cor. i. 16. 2 Cor. xiii. 11. 2 Tim. iv. 8. 
Heb. x. 13. Phavorinus: 76 Aourby avri rod axodobboc.  Ste- 
phanus: deinceps, postea. Hence the common version is clearly 
preferable; and, as some suppose, in this sense, sleep on still, 
for you can no longer assist me by your watchfulness, as the 
time of my betrayal is at hand. But the expression rather con- 
tains an ironical reproof; and so Euthymius: éet péxpe Tov vov 
ovk éyonyoohoare, Td Aowrdv Kabebdere Kal avarrabeoDe, ci db- 
vac0e. This interpretation is somewhat confirmed by the word 
améyet, which is added in Mark xiv. 41. It as enough, scil. 
that ye have slept already. Campsett, Wurrsy.—[Grortivs, 
ScHLEUSNER, &c. | 

Ibid. % &pa. Scil. rig mpodoctac. So Euthymius, rightly; 
the particle cai following, as frequently, in the sense of # or dre. 
Compare Mark xv. 25. Luke ii. 15. 21, Acts v. 7. Heb. viii. 8. 

_Thucyd. I. 50. Herod. I. 61. VII. 217. See Hoogeveen. The 
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word duaprwAo? is to be understood of the Gentiles, who were 
in general so designated by the Hebrews as being idolaters. 
See Gal. ii. 15. Some, indeed, suppose, but with less proba- 
bility, that the Jews are intended, in the same sense as Judas is 
called vise tie avoXslac, John xvii. 12. The former interpre- 
tation is far more satisfactory, in reference to Pilate and the 
Roman soldiers; and fora similar reason they were called avopor, 
lawless, as destitute of the law of God, Acts ii. 23. 1 Cor. ix. 21. 
In the next verse dywpev is explained by 2&iwuev, as in John 
xiv. 31. and Euthymius supplies cic dravrnoww roic epi TOV TpO- 
Sérnv. Etym. M. d&yw onpatve rd wopebouat. Grotius.—[Kut- 
NOEL. | 


Ver. 47. waxapov cat Evtov. Swords and clubs. Joseph. 
BeIAv 3.2; ack TE dvEednvy Talouevor Kal oLdyno~. ‘These 
tumultuary weapons do not certainly give the idea of regular 
soldiers, nor is it probable that such would be employed without 
the previous consent of the Roman governor. It is true, indeed, 
that the word omeipa, in John xviii. 3. usually denotes a Roman 
cohort, as in Acts x. 1.3; and yiAliapyoc (John xviii. 12.) also 
seems to lead to the conclusion that the Roman soldiery is in- 
tended. Compare Acts xxi. 31.sq. Hence, some have supposed 
that Judas was entrusted with the command of the cohort sta- 
tioned in the Castle of Antonia, or at least with a part of it; or 
with the guard which attended near the Temple at the time of 
the great feasts, in order to prevent any insurrection of the Jews. 
See Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 6. 3. B. J. V. 3. 8. But the terms 
may possibly be applied in a more general sense, especially if a 
portion of the garrison formed part of the company. The LXX 
employ yiAiapxo¢ to denote a Jewish leader of 1,000 men, in 
Numb. xxxi. 14, 1 Sam. xviii. 18. 1 Chron. xii. 20. With re- 
spect to the orparnyot rov isoov mentioned in Luke xxii. 52. 
they were unquestionably Jewish officers, as one of the Jewish 
priests is so called in Joseph. Ant. XX. 6. 2.; 9. 3. B. J. IL. 
17. 2, Kurnort, Wuirsy.—[Grorivs.] 


Ver. 48. dv av prhow. A kiss was a customary mode of 
Jewish salutation, which prevailed also among the early Chris- 
tians; whence the ¢fAnua dyamijc of St. Paul. Inthis sense the 
verb puAsiv continually occurs in Greek writers; the word oré- 
part being sometimes supplied. Compare Xen. I. 3. 8.; 4. 27. 
VII. 3. 3. Sympos. 9. 5. It should seem that there is properly 
a difference between the simple verb and the compound xaragi- 
Aziv, the preposition in the latter being emphatic. Xen. Mem. 
Il. 6. 3. rode piv Kadrode pirhoovrde ov, rove © dyalode kara- 
piAjcovroc. The distinction may be well exemplified by Massen- ° 
ger's New Way to pay Old Debts, Act 111. Se. 2. And when he 
kisses you, hiss close. In the LXX » however, the same verb is ren- 
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dered by Xciy in Exod. xviii. 7., and by caragiAsiv in Exod. iv. 
27. Grotius, Kurnort. Qn other occasions Jesus had conveyed 
himself away from the multitude when they attempted to destroy 
him, (Luke iv. 30. John viii. 59, x. 39.) and it has been urged, 
in extenuation of the guilt of Judas, that he hoped he would 
have done so now; and that when he was disappointed in this 
expectation he hanged himself. Jesus, however, had expressly 
declared to the contrary, v. 34. supra ; and at all events such a 
possibility would be no excuse for so base an experiment. 


Ver. 50. i? rapa; Scil. Scipo. Arist. Lysist. 1104. 2at re 
mapeore Sevgo; Several MSS. read 2¢’ 6 in the accusative, which 
is preferred by some of the commentators: but the dative is equally 
correct, and thus explained by Hesychius: ét rolw oxé7w mage 
Kat mwapayéyovac évrav0a; Examples of both constructions 
abound. Eurip. Orest. 130. é@’ dri yoéoc zudXdere; Bacch. 484. 
ep’ Ore cic O7nBac mapa; Thucyd. I. 134. ép o éxdoe. Of the 
word éraige see on Matt. xx. 13. By this simple question our 
Lord clearly indicated to Judas that he was fully aware of his 
treachery, and the meaning of his salutation. See Luke xxii. 48. 
KuInoEL, ELsNErR, PaLaIReT. 


Ver. 51. sic rev peta Incot. We learn from John xviii. 10. 
that this was Peter; and the same Evangelist records the name 
of the high-priest’s servant, which was Malchus. It should seem 
that the name of Peter was cautiously omitted in the three first 
Gospels, lest it should expose him to any persecution; but St. 
John, writing long after his death, needed no such precaution. 
The action was exceedingly injudicious, though highly charac- 
teristic of Peter’s disposition; and had not Christ, by some se- 
cret influence, overawed the multitude, it must have been pro- 
ductive of serious consequences. In healing the servant’s ear, 
therefore, our Lord not only performed a deed of great compas- 
sion, but prevented those censures which his disciple’s rashness 
would otherwise have occasioned. DoppRIpGE. 

Ibid. dpsirev adrod wriov. Some understand wriov, as the 
Latin auricula, of the lower part of the ear; but ove is the word 
employed in Lwke xxii. 51. and the LXX use ove and wriov in- 
differently to designate the ear. Compare Deut. xv. 17. 2 Sam. 
xxii. 45. Amos iti. 12. So Hesychius: otc riov. Meeris 
also: ove ’Arriwc, wrlov ‘EAAnuucdic. WeEtTstTEIN.—[GRoTIUSs. } 
The verb dpaipety has the sense of droréuvev, or aTOKOTTELY, as 
in John xviii. 10. So Judith xiii. 8. dgetAe rijv Kepadry avrov. 
1 Mace. vii. 47. riv cepadijy dgeidre. Polyan. VIL. 6 8 oraca- 
pevoc Thy Trapakipica, apeiAey adrov piva kal Ora. In the same 
sense also the Latins use auferre. Cic. ad Q. Frat. II. 14. 
Auriculam fortasse mordicus abstulisset. Virg. Ain. X. 394, 
Caput Evandrius abstulit ensis. The sword, (uaxapa,) which 


s 
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Peter used upon this occasion was a short knife or dagger, such 
as the Jews, especially on a journey, were used to conceal under 
their cloaks, as a protection from the banditti with which the 
country was infested. Kurnorn, Patarret, MIcHAELIs. 


Ver. 52. wévrec yao of AaBdvrec x. tr. X. From this reproof 
we are not to infer that the use of the sword in self-defence is un- 
lawful, but that the use of it against the magistrate, which was 
the case in the present instance, is unlawful. It was meant also | 
to restrain private persons from avenging private injuries, which 
they should rather leave to the magistrate or to God, Rom. xii. 
19. The expression seems to have been proverbial; intimating 
the probable consequence of having recourse to the sword upon 
every occasion. In addition, however, to the indirect lessons 
inculcated by our Lord, he had clearly a further and more im- 
mediate object in view, in reference to the Jews, who now sur- 
rounded him, against whom it was unnecessary for his disciples 
to draw the sword, since God himself would shortly cut them off 
by the sword of the Romans. See Rev. xiii. 10., where the same 
expression is used in predicting the destruction of the persecutors 
of true Christians. To add to his rebuke, our Lord proceeds to 
tell Peter, v. 53., that the deed which he had performed implied 
a distrust of the divine Providence; and, v. 54., a gross igno- 
rance of the Scriptures. Grorius, Wuitsy, Macxnient, Por- 
TEUS. 


Ver, 53. 8Hdexa eyedvac. The Roman legion at this time 
contained about 6,000 men; and twelve legions were more than 
were commonly entrusted to their greatest generals. How dread- 
fully effective such an host of angels would have been, where one 
alone could destroy 185,000 Assyrians at a stroke, it is above the 
comprehension of man to conceive. Of the infinite multitude of 
the heavenly host we may compare 2 Kings vi. 17. Dan. vii. 10. 
Doppripgz, Grotius. For a list of Latinisms in the N. T. 
of fist Avyewv is an example, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. 
p- 28. i 


Ver, 56. ai yoapat r&v roognrwv. Some attribute this ob- 
servation to the Evangelist; but that it was spoken by Christ 
himself is clear from Mark xiv. 49. Our Lord seems here to 
allude more immediately to the particular prophecy of Isaiah liii. 
12. in reference to his question, Are ye come out as against a 
thief? In y. 54, the expression is more general, and will in- 
clude the predictions contained in the whole chapter of Isaiah 
above cited, as well as Psalm xvii. lxix. and Dan. ix. 24. sqq. 
Kurnort, Le Curre. In the last clause of this verse we have 
an exact completion of the prophecy which our Lord had just 
before delivered in v. 31., and therein an instance of the strictest 
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veracity on the part of the Evangelists, who did not hesitate to 
relate occurrences, which for their own credit they would gladly 
have suppressed, had not the sacred cause of truth required other- 
wise. PoRTEUS. : 

Ver. 57. mps¢ Kaégav. To Annas first, according to John 
xvili. 13. It should seem that this circumstance is omitted by 
the three first Evangelists, as nothing of any importance trans- 
pired there. Jesus may have been conducted thither in compli- 
ment to Annas, whose late deposition from the priesthood by the 
Roman power had increased his popularity with the Jews; so much 
so, indeed, that no less than five of his sons successively enjoyed 
the dignity of high-priest, and his son-in-law was at this time in 
possession of the office. Itis likely, also, that Annas was president 
of the Sanhedrim, and that Christ was brought to him in this 
office, while the council was assembled at the house of Caiaphas. 
For mod¢ Kaapav Luke (xxii. 54.) has sie rév oikoy Tov’ Apxte- 
péwc. Thus zoéc is frequently used to denote motion-to a place 
in which the person is, whose name is governed by the preposi- 
tion in the accusative. Compare Gen. xix. 3.6. LXX. So Acts 
xxi. 18. mod¢ “lékwBov. Ailian. V. H. I. 21. rede Baoréa agt- 
kero. Terent. Eun. III. 5. 64, EHamus ad me. Wuirsy, A. 
CLARKE, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 58. 6 d Tlérooc x. zr. X. From this circumstance some 
commentators. would render wavree, v. 56., by plerique ; but, it 
should seem, unnecessarily. Peter, in all probability, had at 
first fled with the rest, but ashamed of his cowardice, and really 
attached to his Master, he summoned up resolution to return, and 
follow him at a distance. It is added in John xviii. 15. that ano- 
ther disciple followed with Peter, who is generally supposed to 
have been John the Evangelist himself; and when we consider 
that he was destined to write a history of Christ’s life, it will ap- 
pear very proper that an opportunity should have been provi- 
dentially afforded him of witnessing his trial before the council. 
An objection has indeed been urged against this opinion, that the 
twelve being Galilzeans, and men of mean station, would scarcely 
have had interest to procure admission into the palace upon an 
occasion of such importance; and, consequently, that an inha- 
bitant of Jerusalem, the person perhaps at whose house Jesus 
had eaten the passover, would be more likely to gain an entrance. _ 
for Peter and himself into the hall. For similar reasons others 
have supposed Judas to be intended. But there is no impro- 
bability in the notion, that John, though @ poor Galilean, may 
have had some acquaintance among the high-priest’s household, 
who would have given him admittance to the proceedings. It is 
expressly stated in John xviii. 16. that he was known to the 
high-priest, probably from his connexion with some of the do- 
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mestics. Macxniaut.—[Grortius, Lampe, Wurrsy, &c.] See 
further on John, in loc.; and of the form awd paxed0ev, see my 
note on Hom. I]. A. 500. 


Ver. 60. xat ovx ebgov. That is, they found none whose evi- 
dence came up to the point they aimed at, and proved against 
Jesus a capital offence. Not that they did not charge him with 
crimes that would have subjected him to death, as some have 
supposed, but because their testimony was contradictory, Mark 
xiv. 56. To condemn any one to death the law required the 
concurring testimony of two or three witnesses, each of whom 
was examined apart. See Numb. xxxv. 30. Deut. xvii. 6. Matt. 
xviii. 16. 1 Tim. v.19. It was also necessary to produce evi- 
dence sufficient to induce the Roman governor to ratify the sen- 
tence, in whose hands the power of life and death was now vested. 
The words ovx cvpov are wanting after ro0ceAOdvrwy in some 
MSS., most probably from the error of some copyist, who was 
offended at their repetition. There seems to be a gradation in the 
two clauses, intimating that when there was the testimony of one 
witness there was no difficulty in suborning a succession of others, 
though their depositions were equally unavailable. The readiness 
with which false witnesses were procured was probably owing in 
some degree to the nature of the accusations with which Christ 
was charged. In the prosecution of false prophets no man was 
allowed to speak in their defence. See Maimonides in Hilcoth 
Sanhedr. c. 2. and the notes of Fagius on the Chaldee Para- 
phrase of Deut. xiii. 8.; and compare Acts vi. 11.13. Theres 
a great similarity between the treatment which Christ now expe- 
rienced and the conduct of the Jews towards Jeremiah; the latter, 
indeed, may be looked upon as typical of the former. - KurnoEL, 
Wuitsy, Hammonp. 


Ver. 61. obroc ton’ kot. X. From Mark xiv. 59. it appears, 
that neither on this point did their witnesses agree together. The 
intention of this accusation was evidently to convict our Lord of 
having spoken disrespectfully, and prophesied against the Temple, 
which was considered by the Jews as blasphemy, and of course 
a capital offence. But the truth is, that he had said no such 
thing as that which they had falsely laid to his charge: the ex- 
pressions alluded to are those which he spake after casting the 
buyers and sellers from the Temple, when the Jews asked him 
what sign he could give them of his authority to do these things. 
In answer to their enquiries he referred them to. the -miracle of 
his resurrection, destroy this temple, and in three days I will 
raise it up, John ii. 19. whereiwe are expressly told that by this: 
temple he meant his.own body; to which he probably pointed at 
the time. According to Mark xiv. 58. the witnesses alleged that 
Christ had said this temple made with hands, which more grossly 
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exaggerates the calumny, as entirely restraining the words of 
Christ to the Temple of Jerusalem. It is observable that the 
words thus grossly misrepresented were spoken by Christ three 
years before the charge was brought against him; a circumstance 
which affords the most striking attestation of the unimpeachable 
integrity of his life. The expression dia roy iueowy is equi- 
valent to év toirn iypuéog, Matt. xvi.21. So did ixra trav, 
Deut. xvi. 1. Acts xxiv. 17. Similar forms are frequent in the 
Greek writers: Isocr. Archid. raérne 82 dia ToOLWY éTwv KarTolKl- 
Covoa. Grotivus, Kuinort, WersTEIn, DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 63. 2Eopxifw oe xara tov Oeov. This seems to have been 
the usual mode of administering an oath. See Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 193. sq. Both the simple and compound verbs éo- 
Kigw and éooxifw are used in the LXX. for the Hebrew verb 
yw, hishtang, which is commonly rendered in the E.T. to 
make to swear. Compare Gen. xxiv. 3. 1 Kings ii. 42. 2 Chron. 
xxxvi. 13. Neh. xiii. 25. Jerem. xlix. 13. in some of which places 
the genitive of the Deity sworn by follows with the preposition 
kara, though the more usual construction is with the double ac- 
cusative, as in Mark v.7. 1 Thess. v. 27. The form is some- 
times used by private persons, as in Judg. xvii. 2. 1 Kings viii. 
31., but more generally by magistrates, either to the witness, 
(Lev. v. 1.) or to the person accused, in which case it was called 
the oath of adjuration. See Numb. v. 19. 21. Josh. vii. 19. 
1 Kings xxii. 16. After such an adjuration by a magistrate or 
superior, the answer returned was an answer upon oath; a false 
answer was perjury, and even the silence of the person adjured 
was not deemed innocent. Hence it was that the high-priest had 
recourse to this measure upon our Lord’s disdaining to answer 
the unfounded accusations which were brought against him, from 
the conviction that his judges were predetermined, and that every 
thing he could say would be of no avail. From the question pro- 
posed by the high-priest, and from our Lord’s observation in 
Luke xxii. 67, 68. it is evident that he and his council hoped to 
place him in a dilemma: if he confessed, to condemn him on that 
confession; and if he denied, to expose him on that denial, as 
unable to maintain the pretensions he had formerly made. Camp- 
BELL, KuInoEL, Hammonp, DopprRIDGE. 

Ibid. 5 Xiorb¢, 6 vide rou Ozov. It is clear from this pas- 
sage, and others in which these terms are used synonymously, as 
Matt. xvi. 16. and elsewhere, that the Jews expected their Mes- 
siah to be the Son of God. See on Matt. xivy.33. The expecta- 
tion was founded on the second Psalm, which the Jews in our 
Saviour’s time agreed in referring to their Messiah, and. which 
is so referred by St. Paul and the Apostles in a body, Acts iv. 
25. xiii. 33. It is also certain that they understood the title 
Son of God in a sense implying divinity. Hence it is that the 
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high-priest declared the assumption of this title to be blasphemy, 
vy. 65., for in no other sense than as implying divinity could it 
be so construed, and deemed worthy of death. The appellation 
was sometimes given to men of eminent piety; and the whole 
Jewish people styled themselves the sons of God; so that in this 
figurative sense Jesus might have claimed it without incurring 
the charge of blasphemy. Compare also John v. 17, 18. x. 31. 
sqq. Grotius, WHITBY. 


Ver. 64. ob eivac. See above on v. 25. In what follows our 
Lord again alludes to the passage of Daniel referred to in Matt. 
xxiv. 30. See the note there; and of the expression 2x deEwy 
xaOjo0a on Matt. xx. 20. The adverb wAjjv is moreover, as in 
2 Chron. xxxiii. 17. and dzdort is synonymous with avo rov vv 
in Luke xxii. 69. and, therefore, equivalent with wera puxpdv; so 
that the time of the appearance must refer, primarily. at least, to 
the destruction of the Jewish nation. As the Hebrews employ 
the word N25, hageburah, which signifies power, in the ab- 
stract, as a common appellation for God, so dévayue exactly cor- 
responds with our usage of the word Almighty. Compare Heb. 
i. 3. viii. 1. 1 Pet. iv. 14. In the Rabbinical writings also the 
same mode of expression repeatedly occurs. Thus Jarchi on 
Numb. vii. 10. observes: Moses received not the offering of the 
princes till commanded by the mouth of power. See also Kimchi 
on Josh. vii. KutnorL, Wuirsy, Hammonp, Grorivs. 


Ver. 65. diéppnée ra iudtia. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
pp- 282. 410. It should be observed, however, that the precepts 
in Levit. x. 6. xxi. 10. forbidding the high-priests to rend their 
clothes, relate only to the pontifical garments, and to private 
mourning. That Caiaphas was clothed in ordinary apparel upon 
this occasion appears from Hod. xxix. 29, 30. where the pontifical 
garments were ordered to descend from father to son ; and, there- 
fore, could only be worn at their consecration, and when they 
ministered. In seasons of great distress it was not unusual with 
the high-priests to rend their clothes, instances of which may be ~ 
found in 1 Mace. xi. 71. Joseph. B. J. I]. 15. 2,4. It should 
seem also that a similar practice prevailed in sitting in judgment 
respecting blasphemy. We read in the Talmud, Sanhedr. VII. 
10. They who judge a blasphemer, first bid the witness to speak: 
out. plainly what he hath heard: and when he speaks it, the 
judges, standing on their feet, rend their garments, and do not 
sew them up again. So also Maimonides in Avod. Zara, c. 2. 
When witnesses declare aloud the blasphemy which they have 
heard, then all hearing the blasphemy are bound to rend their 
clothes. Macxnicur, Grotius, Ligutroor. In the end of the 


verse the word ide is put for idere, as in Matt. xxviii. 6. Mark 
xvi. 6, KuINOoEL. 
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| Ver. 66. tvoxoe Oavarov torr. Of the extent of the power 
which the Jews now possessed in matters of life and death, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 110. The word évoxog is properly 
constructed with the dative, as in. Matt. v. 21, 22. Sometimes, 
however, it is found with the genitive, and so Mark iii. 29. xiv. 
64, Heb. ii. 15. So also Demosth. p. 1229, 11. fvoxor Seopod. 
In this latter construction there seems to be an ellipsis of xof- 
part. See Bos Ellips. Gr. p. 146. Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 347. Obs. 4. 


Ver. 67. tvirrucav. Spitting in the face was a mark of the 
most profound contempt and abhorrence, both with the Jews and 
other nations. See Numb. xii. 14. Job xvi. 10. xxx. 10. Micah 
v. 1. Plutarch. Apophthegm. p. 189. A. rq ®wxiwri oww7ry Badi- 
Zovre tov 2x0owv tic ivérrucev atavrTicac tig TO TOdcwTOY. 
Lucian. D. M. XX. 2. moo0orrboomai ye TavTwe dvdpoybvy bvTt 
Seneca, de Consol. 13. Inventus est tamen, qui in faciem ejus 
(Aristidis, scz/. ad supplicium ducti) tmspueret. So also Senec. 
de Ira, U1. 38. Kutnort, Werstern. Between the verbs ko- 
Aagiav and pamiZav there is this difference, that the former 
denotes to strike with the clenched fist, the latter with the palm 
of the hand. Theophylact: corapiZev* Sia tov ye—pov wrijr- 
rely, ovyKkapTTomévwy Tov SaxtbrAwWv. Suidas: pamicat’ wara&ar 
Thy yvabov atAQ rH xEol, O Kat Aéyovat Talew emt Tie KOpoNC. 
Hence Juvencus: Tune sanctam Christi faciem sputa undique 
complent, Et palme in malis, colaphique tn vertice crebri Insul- 
tant. Sedul. Op. Pasch. IV. Namque per hos colaphos caput est 
sanabile nostrum ; His alapis nobis libertas maxima plausit. So 
Juv. Sat. XIII. 127. Nee pugnis cedere pectus Te veto, nee 
plana faciem contundere palma. Hammonp. 


Ver. 68. wpoghrevooy nuiv, x. 7. A. In this insulting taunt 
there seems to be an indirect sneer at the popular belief in our 
Lord’s Messiahship; which is rendered yet more apparent by 
the sarcastic use of the word zpognretbav. This verb, as also 
pavredecOa, is sometimes used generally in relation to things 
unknown, so as to correspond with the English guess. Aristot. 
Rhet. ILI. 17. 10. éeivoe yao (Epimenides) wept rev éoopnévwy 
ovK Zuavrebero, dAda TEpl THY yeyovdTwY, aojAwy oé It should 
be remembered that Christ was now blindfolded, as appears from 
Mark xiv. 65. Luke xxii-64. The treatment which he received 
from the Jews upon this occasion is expressly predicted in Isaiah 
1. 6. lili. 3.7. KurnofeL, Grotius, MARKLAND. 


Ver. 69. %&w. That is, without; or according to Mark xiv. 
66. beneath, (karw) the room in which Jesus was examined ; not 
without the palace. See v. 58. The fire at which Peter and the 
servants were warming themselves was probably contained in a 
chafing-dish, and placed in the outer court of the palace; but 
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Jesus was examined in the vestibule, called by Matthew widwv, 
and by Mark repiaéAvov. The persons in the court, therefore, 
might be said to have been without, in respect of the covered 
part of the building; or below, in respect to the vestibule, which - 
was raised above the level of the court. Some suppose that Peter 
was, throughout the whole proceeding, in the same room with 
his Master, but separated from him by a bar or rail, so as to be 
without the bar, and below the raised platform on which the exa- 
mination took place: but this is less probable. Grotrtus, Lamy. 
—[Macknicut.] With respect to Peter’s three denials there 
are some apparent inconsistencies in the narratives of the several 
Evangelists, which it will be necessary to reconcile. The first 
denial, made while he sat at the fire, was elicited, according to the 
three first Evangelists, by a direct charge, but according to John 
xviii. 17. in answer to a question by the damsel who kept the 
door. Hence, some have supposed that a note of interrogation 
should be added in every instance ; but this is perfectly unneces- 
sary, since the Hebrew frequently puts a strong affirmation in 
an interrogatory form. Grorrus.—[Micuag.is.] According to 
Matt. v. 71. and Mark xiv. 69. the second charge was made 
against Peter by another damsel ; according to Luke xxii. 58. 
by aman. In order to remove this difficulty, it is proved by 
some that the Greek word advOowzoe, like the Latin homo, sig- 
nifies both man and woman; and others contend that he was 
accosted both by a woman and a man; the former mentioned by 
Matthew and Mark, the latter by Luke. But the better solution 
is, that the maid spoke to the by-standers (rote éxet ;) upon which 
one of them accosted Peter himself, and recéived the denial. It 
is true that some MSS. for rotc. ket read avroic’ kei Kk. Tt. As, 
but that this is incorrect is evident from the mention of no place 
to which éxet can refer; in which case also the position of , 
the words would have been kat ovroc jv éxet. Theré is also 
another difficulty respecting the place where this second denial 
occurred. According to John xviii. 25. Peter was still at the 
fire, whereas the words of St. Matthew seem to indicate that he 
had gone into the vestibule. But the participle 2&<A@évra merely 
indicates the intention of going out, without necessarily implying 
that he fulfilled it. Compare John x. 32, 33. with xi. 8. Wurtsy, 
Kurnort.—[Grotius, Mackxnieut, Campspet.|] The third 
charge is attributed by Matt. v. 73. and Mark xiv. 70. to the by- 
standers, by Luke xxii. 59, to one person in particular, and by 
John xviii. 26. to a relation of Malchus, whose ear Peter had cut 
off in the garden. But Luke, no doubt, specifies one of the by-. 
standers mentioned generally by Matthew and Mark, who dis- 
tinguished himself by the vehemence of his affirmation, in which 
he was supported by the relation of Malchus, if indeed it was not 
himself that (StioyuptZero) confidently affirmed the Apostle’s con- 
nection with Jesus. It is possible that numbers might interro- 
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gate him, though he denied but thrice. Watt, A. CuarKe. We 
may observe, in conclusion,-that our Lord’s trial and Peter’s de- 
nial being contemporary events, might be related the one before 
the other, according to the historian’s pleasure. Matthew and 
Mark describe the trial first, because it is the principal fact; St. 
. Luke brings it in after the denials. John has preserved the 
exact order of the proceedings, beginning with the first denial, 
which happened immediately after Peter entered the palace ; 
then giving the history of the trial, as the principal fact; and 
concluding with the subsequent denials. MacKNiGHt. 
Ibid. rawioxn. John xviii. 17.  Talokn 7 Bupwodc. The 
porters employed by the Romans and Greeks were always men ; 
but it was not unusual with the Jews to assign the office to fe- 
males. See 2 Sam. iv. 6. Acts xii. 13. The accusation, od jjo00a 
pera ‘Inood, is explained in John as implying one of his disciples ; 
and éivac wera twoe is a common formula, denoting to take side 
with one, to assist, to befriend, as in Matt. xii. 30. Thucyd. VI. 
44, VII. 57. Kurnoret, WretsrEin. 


Ver. 10. ov« ofda, ri héyee. A common formula of denial. — 
So Soph. Aj. 270. ric rotr 2X\éEac 3 ov KaTolo owe déyete. 
Inv. 72. the adverb dru is used, like the Hebrew particles 13 and 
TDN, after verbs of adjuring, in the sense’ of profecto. Compare 
Gen. xxii. 17. xxviii. 16. xlii. 16. xliv. 28. 1 Kings i. 30. Wer- 
STEIN, Kurnort. Of the Galilzan dialect, v. 73., see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 14. 


Ver. 74. xaraQsuariZev. This is the reading of a great va- 
riety of MSS. upon the authority of which it is admitted by 
Griesbach into the text. But analogy will give no other mean- 
ing to this verb than that of deponere; -and it is therefore highly 
probable that the copyists have dropped a syllable from the verb 
katavaQ<uariZev, which exactly suits the sense, and is also con- 
firmed by Mark xiv. 71. The meaning, however, is not male- 
dicere Christo, as expressed in Plin. Epist. 97., but there is 
an ellipsis of éavrode, which is supplied in Acts xxiii. 12. 
Peter, in all probability, used a form of imprecation, which is 
common in the O. T., God do so to me, and more also! Gro- 
Tius, Kurnort.—[A. Cuarxe.| There is no doubt that fear 
‘ was in a great measure the cause of Peter’s denial of his Master. 
He had been witness to the insults heaped upon Jesus, and he 
was sensible of the hopeless situation in which he was placed ; 
he saw himself surrounded by enemies, and above all, in the 
presence of, and probably recognized by, one whose relation he 
had wounded. Still his sin was more than a sin of infirmity. 
He had been forewarned against it, and his conscience must have 
smitten him severely as he fell, step by step, from a lie to per- 
jury, and from perjury to the most profligate oaths and curses. 
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His fall may well teach us to distrust our own unassisted nature 
in time of temptation, and his contrition and speedy repentance 
when the look of his Master (Zwke xxii. 61.) forced him to re- 
flect upon the heinousness of his offence, will assure us that no 
sinner need despair of mercy who truly repents. It is remark- 
able that all the Gospels record the fall of Peter, but none with 
circumstances of greater exaggeration than Mark, whose Gospel 
is said to have been revised by Peter himself. A most convinc- 
ing proof this of the veracity of the narrative. Wuuirsy, Por- 
TEUS, DopDRIDGE. 





CHAPTER XXVII. 


Contents :— The condemnation of Christ by the Sanhedrim, 
vv. 1, 2. [Mark xv. 1. Luke xxii. 66.] The repentance of 
Judas, and the purchase of the potter's field, vv. 3—10. 
Christ before Pilate, vv. 11—25. [Mark xv. 2. Luke xxiii. 1. 
John xviii. 28.] Barabbas released; and Jesus scourged, 
insulted, and led away to be crucified, vv. 26—29. [Mark xv. 
15. Luke xxiii. 24. John xix. 1.] The crucifixion, and at- 
tendant circumstances, vv. 30—45. [Mark xv. 20. Luke xxiii. 
26. John xix. 16.] The death of Christ, and the prodigies 
which accompanied and followed it, vv. 46—56. [Mark xv. 33. 
Luke xxiii. 44. John xix, 28.] The burial of Christ, vv. 
57—61. [Mark xv. 42. Luke xxiii. 50. John xix. 38.] The 
sepulchre sealed and guarded, vv. 62—66. 


Verse 1. mowiac. It was contrary to the Jewish canons to 
proceed against a person's life by night; as it appears from the 
Talmud, in Sanhedr. IV. 1. Cases of money are heard in the 
day, and may be determined in the night ; but capital causes are 
tried in the day, and finished in the day. As the proceedings 
at the house of Caiaphas were totally at variance with this regu- 
lation, they seem to have separated till break of day, under pre- 
tence of conducting the business according to form, but with the 
real intention of consulting by what means they might obtain the 
sanction of Pilate to the sentence which they had already passed 
upon Jesus. Ligutroor, Grotius. 


Ver. 2. Shoavrec. It appears from John xviii. 12. that Jesus 
was bound immediately upon his apprehension, so that the aorist 
in the nominative is employed for the perfect Sedeuévov in the 
accusative ; or probably his bands were loosed during the exa- 
mination. Of the phrase cvpBotArov NauPdvew see on Mait. 
xi, 14, The title #yguev, which properly belongs to the pro- 
consular or propretorian governors of the Roman provinces, is 


MATTHEW XXVII. 3. 5. 341 


here given to Pilate, who was only procurator of Judzea. Joseph. 
B. J. II. 9. 2. weupbete cic lovdaiay éixitporocg bro TrBeptou 
TliAdroc. Tac. Ann. XV. 44. Auctor nominis ejus (Christiano- 
rum) Christus, qui Tiberio imperitante per Procuratorem Pon- 
tium Pilatum supplicio affectus erat. In consequence, however, 
of the rebellious disposition of the Jews, it was deemed necessary 
to invest the procurator of Judea with the proconsular power of 
life and death, being still in subjection to the President of Syria. 
See Joseph. B. J. II. 8. 1. Antiq. XVIII. 1. 1. Hence the 
title of syeuev is also given to Pilate in Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 
3. 1. Kurnoret, Grotius, Kress. 


Ver. 4. aipa aQGov. Innocent blood ; i. e. an innocent man. 
Not only the phrase oap& kat aiua, (Matt. xvi. 17.) but simply 
aiua, is employed to designate man; and we have the expression 
here employed in Deut. xxvi. 25. 1 Sam. xix. 5. Psalm xciii. 21. 
So Philo de victimis, p. 839. ov7 aiuaroe abwouv reosipavro. 
The adjective afwoc signifies properly unpunished, from Own, a 
jine, of which see my note on Hom. Il. N. 668. and thence wn- 
deserving of punishment, i. e. innocent. Themist. Orat. 23. p. 
287. vduore abwor civat. Some consider od de as a Hebraism, 
but it should rather seem to be an adaptation of the Latin formula 
Tu videbis ; for which the Greeks employ oot peAérw.. KypKe, 
ALBERTI.—[KuinoEt.] The opinion of some of the early Fa- 
thers, as well as some modern commentators, that Judas was in 
some measure induced to betray Jesus by the expectation that he 
would deliver himself out of their hands, which has been already 
noticed, is supposed to derive some support from his subsequent 
repentance. But, from our Lord’s declaration in Matt. xxvi. 24. 
John xvii. 12., and from St. Peter’s in Acts i. 25. it cannot be be- 
lieved that his repentance was sincere.. The tortures of conscience 
racked him with remorse, but as all he thought of in the betrayal 
was gain, so all that now instigated him to suicide was confusion 
and despair. In the answer of the chief priests there was a won- 
derful instance of the most flagrant inconsistency; they did not 
scruple to murder an innocent person, yet were mightily consci- 
entious about putting into the treasury the price which they 
themselves had paid for his blood. Porreus, WuITBy, 


Ver. 5. aweAOov axhyEaro. E.T. Went and hanged him- 
self; and that this is correct is evident from Arrian, Epict. I. 2. 
rd 88 amdyEacbat ov« torw aydonrov’ Grav your may Tue Gre 
svAoyov, aTe\0ev amiyEaro. Hanging, indeed, seems to have 
been a frequent mode of self-destruction. So Ahitophel, 2 Sam. 
xvii. 23. am7jAOev kat amhyEaro. Compare Job vii. 16. Tobit 
iii. 10. It has been thought, however, that the account given by 
St. Peter of the death of Judas in Acts i. 25. that he fell head- 
-long, and his bowels burst out, contradicts the fact of his hanging 
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himself. Hence some have contended that amayxeo8a may sig- 
nify merely to suffocate, and that Judas choaked himself, even to 
bursting, with rage and remorse. In support of this interpreta- 
tion they adduce the wish of the poet: Virg. Eccl. VII. 27. 
Invidia rumpantur ut ilia Codro. In Josephus also, Ant. XV. 
13. one Zenodorus is mentioned, who is supposed to have died 
“in this manner. But the more probable opinion is, that the traitor 
had actually suspended himself, and that the cord breaking, or the 
noose slipping, he had fallen with such violence as to cause his 
bowels to protrude. This interpretation is strongly confirmed by 
the expression 2Adkyoe péooe, employed by St. Peter, as the verb 
Ankeiv signifies lacerare cum strepitu, in allusion perhaps to the 
noise occasioned by his fall. It should seem, therefore, that in 
the Gospel the intent and perpetration, and in the Acts the event 
of the deed is recorded, in which there was possibly a more than 
ordinary providence exhibited to mark the end of so notable a 
sinner. There is a singular tradition, that the devil caught Judas 
up into the air, strangled him, and dashed out his bowels against 
the ground; and even this solution has found an advocate in 
modern times. Wuirsy, Kurnorn, Macxnieut, Le Cure, 
ALBERTI.—[Grotius, WAKEFIELD, LicuTFoor. ] 


Ver.6. xooBavav. The treasury ; or that part of the woman’s 
court where the chests were placed for receiving the offerings of 
the worshippers. See on Matt. xv. 5. The Rabbins inferred 
from Deut. xxiii. 18. where the hire of a harlot is specified as 
an abomination to the Lord, that it was unlawful to place the pro- 
duce of any unjust or iniquitous traffic, and consequently the price - 
of blood, into the treasury. Compare Sanhedr. p. 112. Hence, 
also, the first Christians deemed it unlawful for an executioner to 
make any offerings or alms. KuinoeL, Hammonp, Macknient. 


Ver. 7. tyy6oacav Tov ayodoy Tov Kepauéwe. Thirty pieces of 
silver may seem a very inconsiderable price for a field so near 
Jerusalem; but, in all probability, it had been rendered unfit for 
pasture or tillage by the potters, in digging out the earth for their 
wares. It should seem that it was not unusual to convert pieces 
of ground, which had thus been rendered useless for other pur- 
poses, to that of sepulture. There was a place at Athens called 
Ceramicus, which had doubtless, from its name, been formerly 
attached to a pottery, and was used as a burying-place for those 
who fell in the service of their country. With respect to the 
strangers, (Eévou,) for the interment of whom the field of blood 
was provided, the priests would have little cared for Heathen 
burials ; and it has therefore been thought they must be foreign 
Jews, who died during a temporary residence at Jerusalem: at 
all events, the point is not very material. The historians men- 
tioning. the purchase of the potter’s field, with the money for 
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which Judas betrayed his Master, from which circumstance it 
received the appellation of the field of blood, (Hebraicé, axeAdauad, 
Acts i. 19.) and was still so called in the time of Jerome, is a 
public appeal to a very public transaction, and puts this part of 
the history beyond the reach of exception. As to the date of the 
transaction, it may be observed, that the purchase of the field 
does not seem to have been effected immediately upon the money 
being cast down in the temple. But because the deliberation of 
the priests concerning this matter had a close connexion with the 
treachery of Judas, St. Matthew very fairly relates it here, though 
it may not have taken place for some days, perhaps weeks or 
months, after Judas had hanged himself. Macxnieut, Dop- 
DRIDGE, KUINOEL. ; 


Ver. 9. "Iepeutov. A purchase somewhat similar to that here 
recorded is mentioned in Jerem. xxxii., but the prophecy to 
which the Evangelist here unquestionably refers, occurs in Zech. 
xi. 13. and not in Jeremiah at all. For a solution of the diffi- 
culty, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 212. note. The citation 
itself corresponds neither with the Hebrew nor the LXX, in both 
of which the clause rijy tyr "TopanA is wanting ; and seems 
to be supplied by the Evangelist himself from the ironical ob- 
servation of the Prophet: 4 goodly price that I was priced at 
of them ; i, e. of the children of Israel. In this case, therefore, 
the words amd vidv "IopanA will necessarily be the nominative, 
subaud. rwvee, to the verb éryufjoavro, according to the common 
interpretation ; and cannot be referred to ZAaBov, so as to in- 
dicate Judas, as some have supposed. See farther in Horne, ubz 
supra. As to the application of the prophecy, or rather vision, 
Zechariah therein represents the person of Messiah, who de- 
-mands of his people the value which they set upon his services, 
when he undertook the office of a shepherd in guiding and go- 
verning them : and upon their giving him thirty pieces of silver, the 
price of a slave, he indignantly casts it to a potter, who happened 
to be working at the Temple-gate, as a fitter price for his paltry 
ware than for the benefits which they had experienced at. the 
hands of Christ. The whole transaction was clearly intended to 
presignify the train of events here related by the Evangelists. - It 
is one of those prophecies which can relate, except in a very re- 
mote sense, to our Saviour alone: and the Jews themselves refer 
it to their Messiah. So Bereshith R. on Gen. xlix. Kémche, in- 
deed, would render the Hebrew 731, jotzer, by rov yaCopbAaka, 
the treasurer, as if it were T¥)N, the quiescent letters being often 
interchanged: and to this interpretation some commentators are 
inclined to assent. In support of this opinion, they argue that 
the prophet neither mentions the field nor the purchase, and that 
the grammatical sense, to which the Talmudical writers fre- 
quently accommodate the literal, almost necessarily points to a 
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treasurer, as it relates to the payment of money in the Temple. | 
But the word in every instance signifies a potter ; and though 
the LXX have here used ywvevrfotov carelessly for cepapetov, 
they employ xeoauede in Isaiah xli. 25. Lam. iv. 2. It might 
even be, indeed, were so minute a correspondence necessary, 
that the potter is used in Zechariah by Synecdoche for the 
potter's field, as Ucalegon in Virg. Ain. II. 312. for the house 
of Ucalegon. KuinoEt, Doppriper, Grorius,—|CaMpBELL, 
Le Cuerc. | 


Ver. 11. od ei 5 Baoirsd¢ rv “lovdatwv; It appears from the 
parallel place, Luke xxiii. 2., that the Jews in their application 
to Pilate, had changed their accusation against Jesus from blas- 
phemy to treason. They accused ‘him of forbidding to give 
tribute to Ceesar, and of making himself a king :—a charge which, 
however false, was extremely dangerous’ before a Roman go- 
vernor, acting under the authority of the jealous Tiberius. The 
dignity with which Christ acknowledged what was really true, 
but preserved the most profound silence against their false and 
unjust affirmation, might well have astonished Pilate. It seems 
that this and the three following verses relate to the first exami- 
nation of Jesus before the governor, after which he was sent to 
Herod; but St. Matthew, omitting what passed before Herod, 
continues his account of Pilate’s examination in one uninter- 
rupted narrative. Compare Luke xxiii.6.sqq. We may remark, 
that the silence of Jesus is expressly predicted in Isaiah liii. 7. 
Le Cierc, Grotius, A. CLARKE. 


Ver.15. «aP iopriv. Soil. év rg wéoxa, John xviii. 89. At 
the other festivals it was rather the custom to punish criminals, 
and indeed, at the passover also, with the exception of the indi- 
vidual, who was released to the people. Nor was this custom of 
Jewish institution, as some suppose, but contrary, in fact, to the 
spirit of their law, which was altogether ywote oikriouav, (Heb. 
x, 28.) and recognized no such power of remission either in king, 
sanhedrim, or people. David dared not forgive Absalom ; Zede-- 
kiah could not oppose the sanhedrim; and Sameas prophesied 
destruction against the sanhedrim itself for unjustly acquitting 
Herod. There is little doubt, therefore, that the practice was. 
comparatively of recent origin, if not introduced by the Romans; 
among whom there was a custom somewhat similar at their: 
Leetisternia. Liv. V.13. Lectisternii indicti diebus vinctis demta 
sunt vincula. The Athenians, likewise, had the same usage at 
the Thesmophoriz and other festivals. See also Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. II. p. 308. Grotius.—[Wurrsy, Licutroot.] In the 
two following verses many MSS. read Incovv BapaBpav. But 
although it is possible that the name Jesus, or Joshua, as being 
very common among the Jews, may have belonged to Barabbas ; 
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it is highly probable that it is inserted by the mistake of some 
copyist. GRIESBACH. é 


Ver. 18. ide. It is not necessary to suppose that Pilate had 
received any information to this effect: he was himself aware 
that no sedition had been raised by Jesus, and he could not but 
discover the frivolous and empty nature of the charges brought 
against him. It was, in fact, the fear of sedition on the part of 
the multitude, v. 24., and his dread of the jealousy of Tiberius, 
which prevailed with him, against his conscience, to deliver 
Christ to be crucified. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 131., 
where there is also a description of Pilate’s judgment-seat, 
(Rinua,) mentioned in the next verse. The Roman tribunals, it 
may be added, were always in the openair. Lz CLerc, Grortius, 
KUINOEL. 


Ver. 19. kar’ d6vap. Perhaps the word ofhusoov may imply 
that she had dreamt these things in the morning since Pilate 
rose; and as the Heathens attached great importance to dreams 
which came about break of day, she might, on that account, be 
more disturbed by them. A precisely similar occurrence is re- 
lated in Appian. B. C. II. p. 814. and the celebrated dream of 
Calphurnia may.also be aptly compared, as related in Val. Max. 
I, 7. 2. and imitated by our immortal Shakspeare in his Julius 
Cesar, Act Il. Sc. 2. Considerable difference of opinion exists 
as to the nature of the dream which caused so great alarm. to the 
wife of Pilate. Some of the later commentators have been in- 
clined to attribute it to natural causes; they imagine that she 
may have been informed of the doctrines and the miracles of 
Christ, that she may have had some belief in the truth of his 
mission, and have desired to counteract the dark designs of the 
sanhedrim ; so that the anxiety excited in her mind by the pass- 
ing events did not forsake her sleep, but produced those dreams 
which so greatly disturbed her. Others unaccountably suppose 
that the devil might be the author of them, in order to prevent 
the death of Christ according to the prophecies. Upon the 
whole, perhaps, it may seem that the dream was supernatural, 
though it may be difficult to give any stronger reason for the 
opinion than that an impression to that effect almost involuntarily 
arises on the perusal of the narrative. There certainly can be 
no ground for the notion that she was distracted with a repre- 
sentation of those calamities which afterwards befel Pilate and 
his family. Doppripce, Grorius.—[Kurnoen, Fuemine.] The 
name of Pilate’s wife was Claudia Procula. This incidental 
notice of her being now at Jerusalem is a strong proof of the 
Evangélist’s veracity, as the governors of provinces had only 
been recently permitted to take their wives with them. See 
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Ver. 24, anevibaro rac yeioac. This was the usual mode 
with the Jews of declaring their innocence. In a case of undis- 
covered murder, the elders of the nearest city were required to 
wash their hands, in token of their innocence, over the victim 
which was sacrificed to expiate the crime. See Deut. xxi. 6. 
Hence, in Sota VIII. 6., the elders of the city washed their 
hands in water, where the victim was slain, and declared : Our 
hands have not shed this blood. Compare Psalm xxvi. 6. The 
practice seems to have been adopted by Pilate, who had lived 
long enough in Judea to have become familiar with their cus- 
toms, in order to signify to those who could not hear for the 
tumult, that he would not be partaker in the death of Christ. It 
has been thought, indeed, that the custom was equally in use ~ 
among the Heathens, and that as such Pilate adopted it. But 
the Pagan and Jewish practices, though similar, were distinct ; 
the former being only employed in cases of crime actually com- 
mitted, and especially of bloodshed. Schol. Soph. Aj. 663. Z00¢ 
jv wadaic, dre ij ddvov avOowrov i aAAac opayac éolour, 
voatt arovinrew Tac xXelopac sic KaBagow Tov piacparoc. . See 
Eurip. Orest. 429. Herc. F. 1415. Apoll. Rhod. IV. 543. 693. 
Herod. I. 35. lian. V. H. III. 1. VIII. 5. Virg. Ain. II. 
715. It is clearly a distinct action, which judges, in passing 
sentence, were accustomed to perform, raising their hands to 
heaven, and declaring themselves guiltless (d0@o.) of the blood 
of the person condemned. Kurnoret, Buxtorr, WETSTEIN.— 
[Grorius, Wuirsy, Doppripez.] Of the adjective aOéoc, 
see above, on y. 4. The correct expression would have been 
a0wo¢c tov aiuaroc, without the preposition, which is added 
Hebraice, 


Ver, 25. 76 aiwa avrod«. tr. X. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 122, It was also a custom among the Greeks, for those per- 
sons upon whose evidence others were put to death, to devote 
themselves, by a solemn execration, to the divine vengeance, if 
their testimony was untrue. Thus Demosthenes observes, in 
relation to a case of murder, (adv. Aristocr. p. 438.) SueEoucirar 
kar 2EoAslag avrov, Kat yévoue kal oikiac, 6 TWA aiTimEvoe 
sipydo0ai ze rovovro. Compare Aristoph. Ran. 594. Ailian. 
V. H. III. 43. Hom, Il. A. 162. A similar form was also em- 
ployed in the Roman courts of justice: Sit sanguis istius super 
nos! With respect to this imprecation of the Jews in regard to 
our Saviour, the exact fulfilment of it at the siege of Jerusalem, 
and the striking correspondence between their crime and their 
punishment, exhibit the clearest proofs of the finger of God. 
The passover happened at the time both of our Lord’s crucifixion 
and of the siege ;—the rejection of the true Messiah was their 
crime, and the following of false Messiahs led to their destruc- 
tion;—they bought Jesus as a-slave, and they themselves were 
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afterwards sold and bought at the lowest prices;—they destroyed 
Jesus lest the Romans should take away their place and nation; 
and the Romans did take them away:—and what is still more 
striking, they were punished with the same death which they in- 
flicted on the Saviour of mankind, and that in such prodigious 
numbers, that, according to Joseph. B. J. VII. 1. dua 7d wARO0e 
XWpa Te éveAsirero TOIC aTavooic, kal otavpol Toic cwHpact. Ju- 
vencus has thus translated the imprecation in his Hist. Evang. 
IV. 623. Nos, nos cruor iste sequatur; Et genus in nostrum 
scelus hoc et culpa redundet. Eisner, Grotius, Newron, WET- 
STEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 26. gpayyzAAdoac. This verb, which is equivalent to 
Haarryovv in John xix. 1., as also toartwerov in the next verse, 
is of Latin origin. Hor. Sat. I. 2. 41. Idle flagellis ad mortem 
cesus. 3. 119. horribili sectere flagello. The pretortum does 
not here refer to the part of the Roman camp which was so de- 
nominated, but the noble edifice which had formerly been He- 
rod’s palace, and was subsequently the residence of the Roman 
procurators when they came from Cesarea to Jerusalem. Kut- 
NOEL. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 22. A variety of in- 
formation, illustrative of the remainder of this chapter, will be 
found in the same volume, p. 157. sqq. 


Ver. 28. yAapisa koxxivny. The chlamys, called also saga 
and paludamentum, was a robe worn by the Roman soldiers over - 
their other garments, covering the left side only, and fastened on 
the right shoulder by a knot or button. Hence they are called 
chlamydati in Plaut. Rud. II. 2.9. The chlamys of a general 
was of finer texture and deeper colour than that of the common 
soldier, differing however from the émperial saga, which was of 
purple. Compare Hist. B. Afr. c. 37. Sil. Ital. IX. 420. What 
is here called yAaude xoxxivy is described as toppbea in Mark 
xy. 17. 20., and iudriov woppupovv in John xix. 2., which is pre- 
cisely the difference between the robe of a general and an em- 

eror. The two adjectives, however, are sometimes interchanged. 
Plin. N. H. XXII. 5. Coceum imperatoriis dicatum paludamentis. 
The robe in which our Lord was insultingly clothed was, in all 
probability, a worn-out saga of one of the officers of the praetorian 
guard. It is supposed by some that the insult was offered by 
the soldiers, at the instigation of the Jews, in reference to his 
claims as their expected Messiah, a tradition existing among 
them that their Messiah would be clothed in fine purple. See 
Bereschith, R. UX1X. 11. But they seem rather to have ar- 
rayed him in this mock majesty in derision of his title to be the 
King of the Jews; asif the robe had been one of the picte vestes 
usually sent by the Roman senate: in fact, this is evident from 
the next verse. Kurnozt, Hammonp, Wuirsy. 
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Ver, 29, otkpavor 2 dcavOuv. A difference of opinion exists 
among the commentators respecting the nature of this crown, 
which is grounded entirely upon the object for which it was 
placed upon the head of our Lord. It is contended, on the one 
hand, that the soldiers could have had no interest in adding to 
our Lord’s sufferings, and that the crown of thorns, like the reed 
put into his hand, and the scarlet robe on his back, was meant 
~ only as a mark of mockery and contempt. Now the word dkav- 
Ov may be the genitive plural of dxavQoc, as well as of axavOn; 
and in that case it would signify what we call bear’s-foot, which 
is not a thorny, but a soft and smooth plant. It is called mollis 
acanthus in Virg. Eccl. III. 45. Georg. IV. 137., and devis in 
Plin. N.. H. XXII. 22., and the soldiers would rather have 
chosen to plat a plant of this nature than one which was covered 
with prickles. But, on the other hand, it is argued in support 
of the common version, that the adjective dxav@woc, which is 
used in Mark xv. 17. John xix. 1. invariably denotes thorny, as 
in Isaiah xxxiv. 138. LX X.—that dxdv0n, both in the nominative 
and other cases, frequently occurs in the LXX and N. T. but 
dxavOoc never ;—and that all the versions, without any excep- 
tion, render the word thorns. The silence of the early Fathers 
is of little weight against this testimony, especially as Tertullian, 
(de Coron. Milt. §. 14.) who lived A. D. 160. mentions the 
crown as being of thorns in such a manner as clearly shews that 
he had never heard of any different opinion. So also Clem. Alex. 
Ped. II. 8. Here is, therefore, the highest probability opposed 
to mere conjecture; and that it was intended to add cruelty to 
scorn, is abundantly evident from the other particulars of their 
conduct. See also Horne, wbi supra. CAMPBELL, DopDRIDGE.— 
[Pearce, Micnaeuis, A. Cuarke.] 

Ibid. yaige, 6 Bacrebc. It was thus that the Romans were 
used to salute their emperors. Hence Mart. Epig. XIV. 71. 
Hoc didict per me dicere, Cesar ave! Compare Macrob. Saturn. 
II. 4. A piece of mockery similar to that passed upon Christ is 
_related in Lev. xxxvi. 14., as used by Philip to his conquered 
namesake of Megalopolis. The nominative BaowWede is put for 
the vocative, which, though a common Hebrew idiom, is also 
met with in Greek writers. See my note on Eur. Pheen. 769. 
Pent. Gr. p. 350. Inv. 31. the verb dréyew is a usual term 
for leading a criminal to execution. Hesych. dréyeoOau' sic 
Oavarov tAxeoOa. Galen: éxéAEvev adrov amray Diva reOvnEdpue- 
vov. So in Latin, ducere. Sueton. Calig. 27. Ad supplicium 
duct. Compare Tiber. 57. Cic. Cat. I. Plin. Epist. X. 97. 
KuINnoEL, Grorius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 32. eEcoxdusvov. Scil. extra urbem. See Horne, ube 
supra. According to John xix. 16. Christ bore his own cross, 
in‘conformity with the usual custom, which is also illustrated by 
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Horne ;_and it was not, therefore, till he sunk under the weight, 
that he was relieved by Simon. Of the verb adyyapevev, see on 
Matt. v. 41. 


Ver. 33. Vodyofa. This is the Hebrew 5159, golgoleth, or 

rather the Chaldee nnd9d9, golgoltha, with the 5 omitted eu- 
phonie causa. It is rendered xopaviov, 2 Kings ix. 35. and 
xepady, 1 Chron. xxiii. 3. and is of the same import with the 
word Calvaria, which has been explained to mean calvi capitis 
area. Of the origin of the name, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 19. According to an ancient tradition, mentioned by Theo- 
phylact, and others of the Fathers, but rejected by Jerome, Adam 
was buried near this spot, and therefore Christ, who was to 
heal the fall and death of Adam, was here crucified ; that where 
the beginning of death was, there might be the dissolution of it. 
It has also been supposed, from the resemblance which the 
name bears to Gélgal, that some typical relation may be con- 
tained in it. As that place was so named by Joshua, the tem- 
poral redeemer, and type of Christ, in remembrance of the deli- 
verance of the Israelites from the reproach of Egypt (Josh. v. 9.), 
so may this be intended to denote the spiritual redemption of the 
world from the bondage of sin and death. KurtnorL, Wuitsy, 
Grotius. The MSS. vary between 6 and 6c, and between Aeyé- 
pevoc, kaAobpuevoc, and ueBepunvevdpevoc, some also omitting the 
participle altogether. Hence, some have thought the clause.a 
marginal gloss. 


Ver. 34, 3&oc pera xodne penrypévov. According to Mark 
xy. 23. the potion administered to Christ was wine mingled with 
myrrh, (éopvovicpévov oivoy,) and various methods of removing 
the apparent discrepancy between the two Evangelists have been 
proposed. Some suppose that the same ingredients are repre- 
sented under different names ; and it is true that the ancients ap- 
plied the term d£o¢ or oivoc indifferently to fermented liquors in 
general. Thus we have d£0¢ zbnrov, palm wine, in Xenophon; 
and oivoc xotOwoe, or malt wine, in Herodotus. As to the other 
inggedient, the word yoA7 is used with great latitude in the 
LXX. In Prov. v. 4. Lam. iii. 13. it signifies wormwood ; and 
at other times it seems to be employed as a general name for any 
bitter herb. Compare Jerem. viii. 14. ix. 14, xxiii. 15. Hence 
also xoA}) wucplac is used metaphorically in Acts vill. 23., so 
that there can be’ no great objection against understanding the 
expressions of St. Matthew and St. Mark as synonymous, 
even without adopting the reading of Beza, who gives oivoy in- 
stead of 0c. Others, however, in solving the difficulty, have 
recourse to the Hebrew Gospel of St. Matthew, and suggest that 
the historian employed words in the Hebrew or Chaldee denoting 
wine and myrrh, which his translator mistook for others, nearly 
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resembling them, but denoting vinegar and gall. This, how- 
ever, is mere conjecture, and founded upon an uncertainty ; for 
it is by no means ascertained that St. Matthew wrote his Gospel 
originally in Hebrew. Upon the whole, therefore, the preferable 
opinion seems to be, that the potions mentioned by the two Evan- 
gelists respectively were distinct mixtures ; the vinegar mixed 
with gall being probably offered in malice and derision, and the 
myrrhed wine being the medicated cup usually offered to criminals, 
and thence denominated oivoe xaraviEewe, the wine of stupefac- 
tion, from its intoxicating qualities. See Psalm bx. 5. dexxv.' 92 
Isaiah li. 17. 22. Jer. xxv. 15. 17, 28. andthe Chaldee Paraph. 
in loc. Our Lord properly refused to partake of either ; the first 
he rejected with indignation, and the second in attestation of his 
willingness to endure the full and unmitigated penalty of the sins 
of mankind. It may be proper to add an opinion nearly allied 
to the last, that our Lord’s friends presented him with a cup of 
myrrhed wine, which the soldiers, in contempt, mingled with gall. 
The Talmudists (Sanhedr. p. 43. 1.) relate that the Jewish women 
of rank were accustomed to prepare an infusion of wine and — 
frankincense for criminals condemned by the Sanhedrim. A 
third potion, of wnegar only, or the usual Roman posca, was 
offered. to Christ just before he died upon the cross. DoppRIDGE, 
Jones.—[Wuirtsy, Macxnicut, Micuar.is, Marsu, &c.] 


Ver, 35. oravodcavrec 82 x. t. A. It appears from John xix. 
23. that four soldiers of the preetorian guard performed the office. 
of executioners, superintended by a Centurion: and such appears 
to have been the uniform practice in the Roman provinces. 
Sueton. Calig. 32. Males decollandi artifex quibuscunque e cus- 
todia caput amputabat. See also Joseph. Ant. XIX. 1. 6. It 
seems to have been also customary for the executioners to divide 
the spoils of the criminals, as in the case of our Lord; the seam- 
less coat being excepted, for which they cast lots. Compare 
Senec. de Tranquil. c. 1. After the suspension of the body on 
the cross a guard was left to watch that no person removed it 
for sepulture, at least without permission of the governor; for it 
appears that in some cases the friends were allowed to perform 
the rites of burial for the deceased. See Horne, wht supra. 
Petron. Arb. p. 389. Miles, qui cruces servabat, ne quis ad se- 
pulturam corpora detraheret. Plut. Clem. p. 823. of 7d coma 
Tov KXeouévove avectavowpévov moocpuAarrovrec. KUINOEL, 
WetsteIn. The citation from Psalm xxii. 18. is wanting in a 
very great number of the most valuable MSS., and in several 
early versions and editions. As it was a practice with many 
transcribers to correct, and as they imagined, improve one 
Gospel by another, it is extremely probable that the clause was 


copied from St. John, to whose Gospel it properly belongs. 
CaMPBELL, Grortius. ; 
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Ver. 37. airiav. Mark xv. invypapiy rie airtac; which it 
was usual to write in black characters on a white board. See 
Horne, wht supra ; and of Middleton’s objection regarding the va- 
riations in the title, as given by the.four Evangelists respectively, 
see Vol. II. p. 545. It was written in Latin for the majesty of 
the Roman empire; in Greek for the information of the vast , 
number of Hellenistic Jews who would be present in Jerusalem, 
and because Greek was now in fact almost universally spoken in 
Palestine and Syria; and Hebrew, or rather Hebrzo-Chaldee, 
as it was the national language of the place. Thus the inscrip- 
tion which excluded Gentiles from the inner courts of the Temple 
was written in all these three languages. See Joseph. B. J. VI. 
2.4, DoppripGe, GRrortius. ; 


Ver. 38. dvd Ayorai. Various reasons may be assigned for 
the vast hordes of assassins and banditti with which Judea was 
at this time infested. The frequency of divorce, which neces- 
sarily gave occasion to a number of illegitimate children, born to 
ignorance, beggary, and rapine ; the sinful indulgences extended 
to offending Israelites; the impatience of the Jews under the 
Roman yoke on the one hand, which made them averse to bring 
their criminals before the governor’s tribunal, and the policy 
of the governors in encouraging such offenders, on the other; 
(Joseph. B. J. II. 24.) these, among other causes, naturally 
tended to this end. Those few, however, who were occasionally 
brought to justice, were generally reserved for execution at one 
of the great festivals, and were usually crucified together, as 
appears from Joseph. B. J. VI. 12. They placed Jesus in the 
midst, by way of mock honour, as they had previously crowned 
him with thorns, given him a reed for a sceptre, and clothed him 
with a scarlet robe; little dreaming of the remarkable fulfilment 
which they thereby afforded to a most remarkable prophecy, 
Mark xv. 28. The mark of contempt exhibited in v. 39. was 
usual with the Jews, as well as with other nations. See 2 Kings 
xix. 21. Job xvi. 5. Isaiah xxxvii. 22. Lam. ii. 15. Ecclus. xii. 
18. as well as the prediction here fulfilled from Psalm xxi. 7. 
Compare also Hom. Il. P. 442. Eurip. Med. 1188. Virg. Ain. 
XII. 894. Of the taunt in v. 40, see on Matt. xxvi. 61. and 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 244. We may compare also Ovid. 
Fast. II. 399. At st quis vestre deus est originis auctor, In tam 
precipiti tempore ferret opem. In the similar taunt of the 
Scribes, in v. 42. some commentators would read the words 
iavrov ov Sbvara cwoa interrogatively, as adding to the bitter- 
ness of the sarcasm. The sense is the same either as an affirma- 
tion or a question. Lieutroot, Grorius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 43. réroWev ivi rov Oedv. It is difficult to tell what it 
was the rulers here alluded to: it may be that they meant: to in- 
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sinuate that Jesus could not be a true worshipper of God, since 
in that case he would undoubtedly have delivered him. Compare 
Wisd. ii. 18. v. 16. Ecclus. xxxii. 14, xxxiii. 1. But perhaps 
they alluded to the declaration of Jesus at the time of his appre- 
hension, that he could pray to his Father, and he would give 
him more than twelve legions of angels, Matt. xxv. 53. But 
whether in derision of this particular instance of his confidence, 
or with whatever other view it was spoken, it is certain that the 
taunt fulfilled a remarkable prophecy respecting the Messiah’s 
sufferings, that his enemies would use these very words in de- 
rision of his pretensions, Psalm xxii. 8. With the verb OéXrEwv 
some understand Zyev. In the Hebrew, however, of the pro- 
phecy alluded to, the verb employed is ¥DN, chophetz, which 
signifies both ¢o will, and to delight in, and is translated by 0é- 
Av in the LXX. So Tobit. XIII. 6. rie yweoxer, ct OeAjoe 
yyuac. Compare also 2 Sam. xv. 26. and 1 Cor. vii. 36. Col. il. 
18. Heb. x. 5, 6. Hence Hesych. Ow: evdoxe. The verb, 
however, is used in the same or a similar sense in pure Greek. 
Aristenet. I. 24. 0é\w 6 Avotav. Chariton V. p. 93. ac 
avéoa ov BéXec. Alciphr. IT. 11. 6v 62Aw dd¢ Tivapyov. Macx- 
NIGHT, PaLatret, Kuinoet. . In order to remove the apparent 
discrepancy between the statement in the next verse and Luke 
xxiii. 39., where only one of the thieves are said to revile Jesus, 
some have supposed, with Euthymius, that both reviled him at 
first. But the more probable solution is, that the plural is used 
for the singular, as in the instances cited in Matt. iv. 3. and 
elsewhere. With advo there is an ellipsis of cavé. Euthym. 7d 
8 abrd arti ro woattwe. Macknieut, Grotius, &¢.—[Ham- 
MOND, &c. | 


Ver. 45. wacav riv yiv. For Any, as in Luke iv. 25. Com- 
mentators are undecided whether yj is here to be understood 
simply of the land of Judea, in which sense it is frequently em- 
ployed, or whether it signifies the earth generally. The majority, 
however, are of the latter opinion; and if Phlegon, as cited by 
Origen, c. Cels. p. 83. is speaking, as Christians generally sup- 
pose, of the darkness here mentioned as accompanying our 
Lord’s crucifixion, little room is left for doubt upon the subject. 
This author, in speaking of the fourth year of the two hundred 
and second olympiad, answering to the nineteenth of Tiberius, 
observes, éyévero &Aevlic HAlov peyloty TOV 2yvwopévwv, ore 
kat aoréoac év ovpavy pavijva. It is to be observed, however, 
that the darkness in question could not be an ordinary eclipse of 
the sun, for that can only happen at the change of the moon, 
whereas it was now at the full. It has been. doubted, indeed, 
whether the Jewish months, according to the Mosaic institution, 
began with a new moon; and consequently, whether the pass- 
over, which was kept on the 14th, must necessarily happen at 
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full moon. There can be no question, however, respecting the 
fact in our Saviour’s time; as the day of expiation, and conse- 
quently their other feasts, were then always adjusted by the age 
of the moon. See Joseph. Ant. III. 10. 3. A total eclipse 
never continues above twelve or fifteen minutes. Some suppose 
that it may have been a dense mist arising from sulphureous va- 
pours, such as naturalists have described to be frequent pre- 
cursors or concomitants of earthquakes. At all events, it was 
preternatural ; and the early Fathers relate that it was taken no- 
tice of as a prodigy by the heathens themselves. Thus Tertullian 
appeals in Apol. c. 21. to the record of it in the Roman archives; 
and Eusebius also, in his Chronicon, quotes Phlegon, as above. 
To the same purpose Thallus is cited by Africanus in Chronogr. 
3. and Dionysius the Areopagite is supposed to have remarked 
concerning it to his friend Apollophanes, either that the God 
of nature suffered, or was sympathising with another sufferer. 
Phlegon also mentions an earthquake which occurred at the same 
time in Bithynia, and overthrew several houses in the city of 
Nice. Josephus, it is true, takes no notice of this wonderful 
phenomenon ; but he was probably unwilling to mention any cir- 
cumstance favourable to Christianity, of which he was no friend. 
Grotius, Wuirsy, Mackxnieut, &c.—[CAMpBELL, KUINOEL, 
RosENMULLER. | 


Ver. 46. HX, HX, Aaua saBay Gavi; This ejaculation, with the 
exception of the last verb, which is Syro-Chaldaic, is a citation 
from the Hebrew of Psalm xxii. 1. The verb there employed is 
Ary, ozeb. According to Mark xv. 34. our Lord employed the 
Syro-Chaldaic entirely, which was then very commonly spoken 
in Judea; ’EAwit, ’EAwt, Aaupa caB3axOavi; In order to reconcile 
this apparent discrepancy, some suppose that our Lord uttered 
the words twice, varying the dialect in the second instance: but 
the citation itself being to all intents the same, the Evangelists 
themselves may have been guided by circumstances, arising out 
of the especial purposes for which they wrote, to make what they 
considered an immaterial changein the language. Grotius.—[Ep- 
warps.] With respect to the signification of these words the 
commentators are greatly at issue ; and they have even been con- 
sidered as expressive of a degree of impatience, imbecility, and 
despair, unworthy of the character of our blessed Lord. Some 
suppose that the divinity had now departed from Christ, and that’ 
his human nature was left unsupported to bear the punishment 
due to men for their sins. But this can never be admitted, as it 
would deprive the atonement of infinite merit, and leave it toa 
certain extent imperfect. Others imagine that he spoke the 
words to the Jews standing round the cross, to prove to them 
that he was the Christ, since the Jews themselves applied the 
Psalm from which they are taken to their expected Messiah. 
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They had just reviled him in the words of the eighth verse, and 
he might, therefore, recite the opening verse,—or as It has been 
thought, the whole Psalm, though the Evangelists have not re- 
corded it,—in order to direct their attention to it as containing the 
most remarkable particulars of his passion and crucifixion. But 
the words are too remarkable, and too expressive of extreme 
mental suffering in the speaker, to allow of so limited and calcu- 
lating an exposition; and that it was an ejaculation of extreme bit- 
_terness and distréss appears from the Talmudists. See Megallah, 
p- 15. 2, However, some think that the words are capable of a 
translation which obviates every difficulty. The particle m9, 
lamah, may be translated to what, to whom, to what kind, (sc. of 
persons); and such a version is considerably supported by the 
interpretation of St. Mark, si¢ ré we éyxarédurec ; Compare Gen. 
xxv. 32. xxxii. 29. xxxiii. 15. Job ix. 29. Jerem. vi. 20. xx. 18. 
Amos v. 18. Also the verb DY, ozeb, signifies to leave, to com- 
mit to the care of, in Gen. xxxix. 6. Job xxxix. 11. Psalm x. 
14. Jerem. xlix. 11, Hence, the passage may be thus translated : 
My God, my God, to what sort of persons hast thou left me ? 
i. e. in other words, How astonishing is the wickedness of those 
persons into whose hands Iam fallen! A literal translation of 
the Syriac version gives a similar sense: Ad quid dereliquisti 
me? It maybe objected that this can never agree with the ‘vazi, 
why, of St. Matthew. But ivari must necessarily have the same 
meaning with éic rf, as the translation of 399; and we should 
therefore follow that which gives the most literal meaning of the 
original. At all events, it cannot be supposed that Jesus meant 
to express any distrust in God’s favour, or any apprehension that. 
he had deserted him. He well knew that in voluntarily suffering 
for the salvation of mankind, he was doing the will of him that 
sent him. In the ordinary acceptation of the words, therefore, 
they can only be regarded as the natural and almost unavoidable 
effusions of a mind tortured with the acutest pain, and hardly 
conscious of the complaints it uttered; of which many similar 
examples occur in the Psalms. This very Psalm, indeed, al- 
though in the outset it breathes an air of dejection and com- 
plaint, yet ends in expressing the firmest confidence in the divine 
mercy; and our Lord himself, at the moment of death, committed 
himself with boundless confidence to the care of the Almighty. 
Luke xxiii. 46. Father, into thy hands I commend my spirit. 
Neither does he doubt but that his soul should be that day in 
Paradise: Luke xxiii. 43. In the Hebrew also God is said to 
forsake a person when he suffers him to be under any great 
affliction or calamity, as in Isaiah xlix. 14, Psalm x. 11. xlii. 10. 
xliii. 2. and the Deity might so far restrain his consolatory sup- 
port, as to leave the hwman nature fully sensible of its sufferings. 
Thus much indeed seems to have been necessary to render them 
meritorious. Still there may be, as in the case of the agony in 
0 


MATTHEW XXVII. 47, 48. © . 855 


the garden, a degree of mystery attached to the nature of the 
ejaculation, into which we should carefully avoid a too inquisitive 
investigation. A. Cuarker, Licgnrroot, Wuitsy, PortTrus.— 
[Kuixorx.] Hall (W. J.), who has nearly exhausted the sub- 
ject of the Crucifixion, observes that the expression can contain: 
nothing derogatory to the character of our Lord. It may indeed 
indicate such a fear of death as is natural to man, without which 
the manhood in Christ would scarcely have been perfect; but 
it must be remembered that fear is twofold, sinfud and sinless. ° 
The fear which induced Peter to deny his Master was sinful ; 
not so the fear with which Christ offered his supplications 
with strong crying and tears to God, and was heard in that 
he feared. 


Ver. 47. “Hdfav gwvei. This observation has been attributed 
to the Hellenistic Jews, or to the Roman soldiers, or to some of 
the bystanders, who did not hear the remark distinctly. It 
should rather seem that there was no mistake in the case, as our 
Lord is expressly stated to have spoken with a loud voice; but 
that the malice of the bystanders led them to misrepresent his 
words, in order, perhaps, to prevent any serious reflection on the 
Psalm from which they were taken, and to expose him to further 
contempt. In this misrepresentation they would be apparently 
borne out by the current expectation of the Jews that Elias 
would appear as the Messiah’s forerunner. See on Matt. xi. 14. 
Kuinoret, Doppringr, RosenMULLER.—[CAMPBELL, Grotivs, 
Macknient. | 


Ver, 48. wat ev Oéwe «.r.A. It appears from John xix. 28. that 
Jesus had said, J thirst; and that it was this which led the by- 
standers to dip the sponge into a vessel of posca, or water mixed 
with vinegar, which was the ordinary drink of the Roman sol- 

-diery. Some have thought that this was presented to him in 
compassion ; but it rather seems to have been in derision, as the 
speech with which the bearer accompanied it, and in which, 
according to Mark, he was joined by his companions, was in all 
probability a sneer.at the prayer which they pretended he had 
offered for the assistance of Elias. Kutnort, Doppriper. 
There is another seeming discrepancy in this passage with re- 
spect to the means by which the vinegar was raised to the mouth 
of Jesus: Matthew and Mark say that it was put upon a reed 
(xaXauy), John upon hyssop (boowrw). Hence some suppose 
that as the vinegar upon a former occasion was. mixed with gail, 
v. 34., so it was now embittered by the hyssop, though the cir- 
eumstance is omitted by the two former Evangelists ; the placing 
it on the reed being on the other hand passed over by St. John. 
This was certainly the idea of Nonnus: ®peyev toowry Kexeoac- 
pévov df0¢ 6A<Bpov: and we have the sponge, the vinegar, and 
the hyssop brought together in a medicinal preparation in Plin. 
N. H. XXIII. 1. Calidum acetum, in spongio appositum, ad- 
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jecto hyssopi fasciculo, medetur sedis vitiis. This, however, is in no 

wise a case in point; and the more probable opinion is, that there 
was some plant in Judea, of the lowest class of trees or shrubs, 
which was either a species of hyssop, or greatly resembling that 
plant, and with a stalk of which it would be easy to reach a per- 
son on a cross, which was not so lofty as some erroneously 
suppose. In 1 Kings iv. 33. Solomon is said to have spoken of 
trees from the cedar-tree that is in Lebanon even unto the hyssop 
that springeth out of the wall; and there is mention of this 
botanical work in the Mischna: Pesachim, c. 4. Now they did 
not reckon among trees any shrubs or plants but such as had 
durable and woody stalks; and that their hyssop was of this kind 
is evident from the many cases of sprinkling to which it was 
appointed by the law to be applied. Hence there is no necessity 
for reading %cow, instead of toodmy, in John xix. 29. as some 
have proposed. CampBeLt, Warrsy, Macxnicut. In the next 
verse there is a common ellipsis of iva before the subjunctive. 


Ver. 50. médw xodéac wv peyady. A loud hysterical cry or 
scream is stated by some learned physicians immediately to pre- 
cede the death of persons dying under circumstances of extreme 
anxiety and anguish of mind. But this second cry of our Lord’s was, 
like the first, v. 46., unquestionably articulate; and the words which 
he employed, though omitted by Matthew, are recorded partly in 
John xix. 30., and partly in Luke xxiii. 46. The loud voice, with 
which the completion of the covenant of grace was announced, 
may have been designed to indicate the voluntary sacrifice of the 
Son of God. It is supposed, indeed, by some commentators that 
there was something miraculous in our Lord’s death, and that the 
terms employed by the Evangelists, and especially by St. Mat- 
thew, are peculiarly descriptive of it, as the immediate effect of 
his own volition. But though our Lord was in every respect a 
voluntary sacrifice (John x. 17, 18.), and though the verb é«é- 
Xelv, karamravev, and éxAslrev are used in other places of ordinary 
deaths; yet there is no support for the hypothesis in question in 


the words here employed by the Evangelists. The verb aguévar — 


is used elliptically in the sense of eapéring in Judg. ii. 21. LXX. 
and the complete phrase agiévae thy Yuyiv in Gen. xxxv. 18. 
So also Eurip. Hec. 575. éwet 8 agpiixe wvedua. Allian. H. A. 
IT. 1. wecdv aginor thy puynv. VII. 29. riv puyxiv adie. 
Herod. 1V. 190. @uAdooovrec eredv amin tiv poyhv. Joseph. 
Ant. I. 13. we pn mapotong tiv Wuyi apy. Virg. An. XI. 883. 
Expirant animas. CAMPBELL, KyPpKE, WETSTEIN, DoDDRIDGE, 
A. Crarxz, W. J. Hatt. From the shortness of time which 
Christ hung upon the cross, compared with the lingering exist- 
ence of crucified persons in general, and other minor points, 
some German critics have ventured to question the reality of his 
death. An ample reply to these mischievous speculations will be 
found in the opposite arguments of Mr. Horne, in his Introd. 
Vol. II. p. 266. and Vol. II. ub supra, 
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Ver. 51. xaramérasna tov vaov. In Solomon’s Temple the 
sanctuary was divided from the holy of holies by a wall, beyond 
which the veil fell; but in Herod’s Temple, as Maimonides re- 
lates, a second veil, at the distance of a cubit from the first, sup- 
plied the place of the wall. Compare Joseph. B. J. V. 5. 4. 
That it was the interior veil, belonging to the holy of holies, 
which was rent at the crucifixion, is clearly intimated by St. Paul 
in Hebd, ix. 8. x. 19. as well as by the term which the Evangelist 
has employed to designate it. Thus Philo de Vit. Mos. p. 150. 
Todvaoy eioyouevov dvolv Updopasty, TO piv Evdov Ov Kadgirat 
katavéracpa, TO © éxTO¢ Teocayopeverae KaAvuUa. From this 
veil of separation the Jews seem to have regarded the holy of 
holies as a type of heaven. Joseph. Ant. III. 5. 70 piv yao 
- tolrov avAne pépoe, O Toic tepevow jv aBatov, we ov’eavdc av 

ein T) Oeq. Compare Psalm xv. 1. Wisd. ix. 8. The veil was 

. probably rent in the presence of the priest who burnt the incense 
in the holy place at the evening sacrifice: for it was at the hour 
of this sacrifice that our Lord expired on the cross. Perhaps, as 
it was a high day, even Caiaphas himself may have witnessed the 
miracle; and there is no doubt but that many of the other 
priests, who had been partakers in Christ’s death, were in the 
Temple at the time. Wurrsy, Grorrus, Macxnieut, Dop- 
DRIDGE. With cic dvo there is an ellipsis of uégon, as in 1 Kings 
iii. 25. Jerem. xxiv. 18. LXX. So Joseph. Ant. VIII. 2. duedov 
of Tov vadv cic dbo. Kurnort, Kypxe. The earthquake men- 
tioned in connection with the rending of the veil is supposed by 
some to have been confined to the land of Judea, where the 
most remarkable vestiges of it still remain. But it was probably 
much more extensively felt; and may have been identical with 
that which is recorded by several Heathen authors to have hap- 
pened in the reign of Tiberius, and to have destroyed twelve 
cities of Asia. See Tacit. Annal. Il. 47. Sueton. in Tib. 48, 
Plin. N. H.II. 84. This supposition is also strongly confirmed 
by the connexion of the earthquake with the darkness in the 
passage cited Phlegon at v. 45. supra. DoppRipGE, GRoTIUS.— 
[Hammonp, Le CuERc. ] 


Ver. 52. ra pvnpeia avewxOncav. The same effects are at- 
tributed to earthquakes by other writers. So Xiphil. in Nerv. 
p- 185. caopde tatoo tyéveto, Wore Kal OSKnoWw Tapacyxeiv, Ore 
1) TE Yh Waa Svapphyvurat, Kal ai THY Tepovevpévwy UT avTOD 
uyat dua im airov dvafopptover. Aristid. in Rhod. p. 544, 
dveppimrovuvro 62 oikiat, Kal pvhwara dvepphyvuvto, Tboyor oe 
mipyo evétimrov. Ovid. Met. VII. 204. Jubesque tremes- 
cere montes, Et mugire solum, manesque exire sepulcris.. WrEt- 
sTEIN, KurnoEL, RoseENMULLER. Some questions of consider- 
able difficulty are involved in the transactions mentioned in this 
and the following verse: and some have been led to suppose that 
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the two verses have been introduced into St. Matthew's text from 
the Apocryphal Gospel of the Nazarenes. But they are found 
in all the MSS. and versions, and the earliest fathers allude to. 
them; so that they cannot now be regarded as an interpolation. 
In the first place, then, who were the saints here alluded to? 
Ignatius (Epist. ad Magnes.) supposes that they were some of the 
ancient prophets; but it should rather seem that they were dis- 
ciples, or righteous Jews, such as old Simeon, who had died but 
lately. For when they went into the city, they were known to 
those who saw them, which could not well have been the case un- 
less they had been their contemporaries. Again, as to the purpose 
for which they arose: as the rending of the veil of the temple 
intimated that the entrance into the holy place, the type of hea- 
ven, was now laid open to all nations: so the resurrection of a 
number of saints from the dead demonstrated that the power of 
death and the grave was vanquished, and an earnest was given 
of a general resurrection. ‘The Jews, indeed, had a tradition 
that the kingdom of the Messiah would begin with a resurrection 
of the dead; in accordance with which there is the following 
curious conceit in the Talmud, Chetubboth, p. 35, 1. R. Jere- 
miah commanded : When you bury me put shoes on my feet, and 
give me a staff in my hand, and lay me on one side ; that when 
the Messiah comes I may be ready. Another point of enquiry 
respects the ¢éme of this important occurrence. . That the graves 
were opened by the earthquake, which happened at the moment 
of our Lord’s expiring on the cross, is clear from the tenor of 
the narrative, as well as from the above accounts of similar con- 
vulsions; and from the construction of the sentence, as it is usus 
ally taken, it would appear that they were simultaneously quitted 
by their tenants. But Jesus himself was the first-born from the 
dead, (Col. i. 18.) and the first fruits of them that slept, (1 Cor, 
xv. 20.); so that the saints did not rise to life till after his resur- 
rection. The passage is unquestionably obscure; but it is idle 
to suppose that nothing more is meant than that several bodies, 
being disinterred by the earthquake, were seen above ground by 
passers by till after Christ's resurrection; and to treat. the whole 
as a mere fable, as some of the German critics have done, is little 
short of blasphemy. Their resurrection may possibly not have 
been instantaneous, but accomplished by such slow degrees as 
that represented in Ezekiel’s vision, (Ezek. xxxvii.) It is un- 
profitable, however, ifnot presumptuous, to indulge in conjectures 
on those circumstances which the Scriptures have not revealed. 
Macxnieut, Grotius, Wurrsy, Ligutroot, DoppRIDGE. 


Ver, 54. ixarévrapxoc. Senec. de Ira, 1. 17. Centurio sup- 
plicio prepositus. From this declaration of the Centurion it 
has been supposed that he was a Jewish proselyte. This, how- 
ever, is not a necessary inference, and, with respect to those who 
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would translate the words Mov vide a Son of God, or a son of a 
God, the same remarks will apply here which were made at 
Matt. iv. 3. xiv. 33. The Centurion could not fail to know the 
alleged blasphemy for which Christ suffered; and it was doubt- 
less in reference to this that the confession extorted from him 
was made. The expression in Luke xxiii. 47. is not to be con- 
sidered as equivalent to this. Both were used; the one in re- 
ference to the imputed blasphemy, the other most probably to 
the message of Pilate’s wife, (supra v. 19.) which was delivered 
in presence of the. Preetorian guard. Mippneron.—[Campsett, 
Grotius, Kuinoet, &c.] 


Ver. 55. db paxed0ev Ocwootca. So Mark and Luke; nor 
are they inconsistent with John xix. 25. where our Lord’s mo- 
ther and the two other women are said to have stood beside the 
cross. They kept at a distance for a while; and afterwards, as 
the darkness came over, gathered courage, and came so near 
that Jesus had an opportunity to speak to them before he expired. 
_ ean yi Of the women themselves see Horne’s Historical 

ndex. 


Ver. 57. dws ’Aomabatac. Subaud. iv. So John iv. 7. yur} 
&k Tie Lauapetac. Compare Luke iv. 20. 2 Pet. iii. 6, 7. Of 
the use of the preposition dé see on Matt. ii. 1. xv. 1. There 
were several towns named Arimathea in Palestine. Some sup+ 
pose that the one to which Joseph belonged was that which is 
called ’"Appafaiw in 1 Sam. i. 1. LXX. situated in the tribe of 
Ephraim, and the birth-place of Samuel: but, being described as 
we THv “loveatwy in Luke xxiii. 51. it is more likely to have 
been that in the tribe of Benjamin, mentioned in Josh. xviii. 25. 
Joseph is here said to be a rich man, in reference to what follows 
in v. 59. as well as to indicate the fulfilment of the remarkable 
prophecy respecting the burial of Christ in lili. 9. In Mark xv. 
43. and Luke xxiii. 50. he is called BovAcu7je, and it is stated 
by the latter Evangelist that he déd not consent to the counsel 
(Bovrn) of them, sc. who condemned Jesus. It has been sup- 
posed that the council of which he was a member was not the 
Jewish Sanhedrim, as in that case he would have been called 
dpxwyv,as Nicodemus in John iii. 1. But he could not have been 
one of Pilate’s council; for though governors were always assisted 
in managing the affairs of their province, and in judging criminal 
cases, by a council, called cupotduov in Acts xxv. 10. it was 
always composed of Romans only. Probably the name (ov- 
Aevtne was also applied to the Sanhedrim, and is used in re- 
ference in the ovAj mentioned by Luke. KurnorL.—[Gro- 
trus.]| The verb pafnrebev is more commonly used transitively, 
to make a disciple, as in Matt. xiii. 22. xxviii. 19. John iv. 1. 
Acts xiv. 21. Hence some understand éavrév. Examples, how- 
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ever, of its passive construction with a dative are found in Greek 
writers. Plutarch, X. Orat. p. 832. BeAvripov pabnreboac ty 
marol. De Isocrat. p. 837. C. tuaBhrevoe 0: ave Kal OdropTroc 
6 Xioc. Jamblichus de Pythag. c. 23. waOnrsbaavreg TH Hv@a- 
yooa TocoBbry véot. WETSTEIN, KYPKE. 


Ver. 59. iverbrxkev owddv. xabapa. John xix. 40. As the 
manner of the Jews is to bury: of which see Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. pp. 520. 528. The oiwdev was a large square wrapper, 
in which the body was swathed, and which was then confined by 
linen bandages, called in John xi. 44. kepiat, and in Luke xxiv. 
12. 061a. There is some difference of opinion in regard to the 
derivation of the name. It has been thought to have originated 
in the place of its manufacture. So Etym. M. owddv' db Zid0- 
voc Tie TéAEWE" OF Yao Diddvec eMevpov TOWTOv KGPLVELY olved- 
vac. Others consider it as the Hebrew 1D, which denotes 
linen cloth generally, formed into a Greek appellative: but it 
seems rather of A‘gyptian origin. J. Pollux VII. 172. ow- 
Sév' Zorw Aiyunrla piv, meoiBdrAaov & av cin, Td viv Oé- 
kpoocov kadotmevov. For the verb évrvAiZew Mark has em- 


ployed weorBéAAecOa; which is equivalent to the Latin amicire. 
KUINOEL. 


Ver. 60. xaww@ airod prnpeiy. Luke xxv. 53. ov ov« iv 
oveérw ovesic keiuevoc. This plainly proves that it could be no 
other than Jesus who arose; and cuts off all suspicion that he 
was raised by touching the bones of some prophet, as in the case 
of the corpse which touched the bones of Elijah, 2 Kings xiii. 20. 
Be it remembered, also, that the sepulchre was near to Jeru- 
salem, so that all the cavils are prevented which might have 
arisen had the body been removed to a greater distance. ‘The 
sepulchre too was hewn out of a rock, and there was no passage, 
therefore, by which the disciples could get into it but the one at 
which the guards were placed, v. 62., and consequently they 
could not possibly have stolen away the body while the guards 
were on duty. Macxnicut, Wuirpy. Fora complete summary 
of the evidence of our Lord’s resurrection, see Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. I. p. 262. sqq. Of the rocky nature of the ground near 
Jerusalem we have the testimony of Strabo and Josephus. The 
verb Aarousiy signifies to excavate, as a well, Deut. vi. 11. 
LXX; and a sepulchre, Isaiah xxii. 16. In respect to the 
rolling of the stone to the mouth of the tomb, it may be observed 
that such was the usual custom with the Jews to preserve the 
bodies of the dead from the attacks of wild beasts. A similar 
mode of securing not only tombs, but caves in general, was prac- 
tised in other countries. Heliod. I. 2. rdv AiPov rev omnAatov 
To KaAuupa. Compare Hom. Od. I. 240. Arist. Vesp. 199. 
Schol. Soph, Ant. 1216. Grorius, WersreIn, KuinoEu. 
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Ver, 62. rh 8 érabpuov x. tr. X. Subaud, itog. On the next day 
that followed the day of the preparation; i. e. after sun-set, at 
which time the Jewish day commenced. They took this measure, 
therefore, not on the morrow in our sense of the word, but in the 
evening on which the Sabbath begun; and when they understood 
the body was buried. Had they waited till sun-rise, the disciples 
might have stolen the body during the night. The zrapackevi 
was the day preceding a sabbath or festival, on which they made 
the necessary preparations for the due celebration of the so- 
lemnity:.it is called in Mark xv. 42. % iyyépa rps caPParov. 
Macxnieut. It has been observed that this conference between 
the Pharisees and Pilate, who was a Heathen, was a manifest 
profanation of the Sabbath; but probably the deputation did not 
enter the governor’s house, and it was not forbidden by the law 
to make an application to a magistrate on that day. The watch- 
ing of the sepulchre, however, was a servile work, and therefore 
illegal; so that this at least, it might be thought, they would not 
have asked to be done on the Sabbath. But it seems that the 
guard employed was a band of Roman soldiers, and they did not 
hesitate, any more than the Jews of the present day, to avail 
themselves of work done by those who are not under their law. 
Some, indeed, have thought that the watch was kept by the Levites, 
who had the care of the temple; but their service did not extend 
beyond the walls of the temple, neither would it have been ne- 
cessary to recur to Pilate for obtaining their assistance. From 
the promise also of mediation with Pilate, with which the bribe 
was forced to be accompanied, before they could be induced to 
pretend that the body was stolen by the disciples while they 
slept, it is clear that they dreaded the punishment which so gross 
a dereliction of duty would inevitably entail upon a Roman sol- 
dier. In short, the name xovorwota is a Latin word, and it is 
used in the sense which it here bears in Virg. Ain. VI. 574. Cernis 
custodia gualis Vestibulo sedeat. Kutnont, CAMPBELL, GRo- 
TIUS. 


Ver. 63. pera tozic nuéoac. After three days; i. e. on the 
third day. See on Matt. xvi. 21. xxvi. 61. That the Jews 
themselves understood the expression in this sense is evident 
from the next verse. Christ had predicted his resurrection on 
the third day in those memorable words which had so lately 
been perverted into an accusation against him, (Matt. xxvi. 61.) 
and also when.the Pharisees demanded a sign from him, (Matt, 
xii. 40.) To whichever of these prophecies the chief priest al- 
luded, it is clear that our Lord’s declaration on the subject was 
universally known. Surely it would have been the height of 
absurdity in an impostor to court this publicity, the natural effect 
of-which was to put his enemies on their guard, to prevent any 
deceit on the partof the disciples. It is remarkable that the 
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trick of ‘stealing the body, with which they were charged, had 
been actually committed about seventeen years before by a 
Roman slave, who stole away the bones of his murdered master, 
and endeavoured to personate him. See Tacit. Ann. II. 39. 
Kuinort, Grotius, Macxnieut. The verb éyefpouat is in the 
present for the future. . 


Ver. 64. Kat tora 1) toxarn mAdvyn k. tA. This seems to be 
proverbial. Compare Matt. xii. 45. Luke xi. 26. 2 Pet. ii. 10. 
In this place it is thus explained by Euthymius: éoyarnv piv 
ovv wAdvnv A€~yousr Teot TOU OTL nyéoOn dro TOV VEKOOV" TOOTHY 
O2 wept Tov Gri vide Osov ime. The word wAavyn may have some . 
reference to tAdvoc in the preceding verse, and signify a fraud 
or imposition, as wAdvoc implies a deceiver or cheat. In the 
same sense 6 wAavey is used in Isaiah iii. 12. Mic. iii. 5. LXX. 
The word is also employed by Latin writers. Cic.-Cluent. 26. 
Hic ille planus improbissimus, questu judiciario pastus, et qui 
esset totus ex fraude et mendacio factus. Hor. Epod. I. 17. 
Nec semel irrisus triviis attollere curat Fracto erure planum. In 
the beginning of the verse the verb dogadieoPar signifies munire ; 
as also in v. 66., where it is followed by a genitive with the pre- 
position perd. Its more usual construction, however, is with 
the dative. Polyb. II. 65. rag piv adAac tae sie THY X@pav 
eloBordc joparicaro pudakaic, Kal rappoic, Kal Sevdpwv éx- 
koraic. Joseph. Ant. XIII. 1. riv “lovdaiay aracay ppovpate 
acpadioduevoc. At the same time it is not unusual to denote 
the instrument by the preposition wera with a genitive. Demosth. 
adv. Leptin. tiv Aaxedamioviwy poovody weO btAWY ekBaddvrec. 
Rapuetius, Kypxe. The word vuxréc is wanting in several of 


the best MSS. 


Ver. 65. %xere xovotwotav. Ye have a guard: viz. that 
which was usually stationed in the castle of Antonia, but which 
was removed during the festivals to the outer court of the temple, 
to quell any tumult that might arise in the city. Some incor- 
rectly take the verb in the imperative, whereas the tenor of. Pi- 
late’s answer clearly indicates the indicative. The expression we 
oléare is here properly rendered quantum possetis. Kutnort, 
Grotius. The sealing of the stone, mentioned in the next 

‘verse, was probably performed with Pilate’s signet ; and with the 
view of preventing the guards from combining with the disciples 
in carrying on any fraud. A similar precaution was taken by 
Darius, in the case of Daniel shut up in the lion’s den. See 
Dan. vi. 17. It was usual to affix the seal to the extremities of 
acord, or leathern band, passing over the stone. Macknieut, 
RosENMULLER. 
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CHAPTER XXVIII. 


Contents :— The resurrection announced to Mary Magdalene 
and the other Mary, who are commanded to acquaint the dis- 
ciples with the fact, vv. 1—7. [Mark xvi. 1. John xx. 1.] 
Christ appears to the women, and promises to meet the dis- 
ciples in Galilee, vv. 8—10. [Mark xvi. 8. John xx. 18.] 
The soldiers report the resurrection ‘to the high priests, vv. 
11—15. Christ meets the disciples in Galilee, vv. 16, 17. 
fiis commission to the Apostles, vv. 18—20. [Mark xvi. 15. 
Luke xxiv. 50.] 


Verse 1. of? S& caBPBarwy. Some would understand dz to 
include the whole of the night subsequent to the sabbath: and 
others, interpreting it strictly of the evening, suppose that the 
women, after leaving home, remained in the suburbs, and did not 
reach the tomb till break of day. But this adverb, with a ge- 
nitive, refers to any past time generally ; and that it has this 
latitude of signification here is clear from the parallel expression of 
Mark xvi. 1. diaysvopévov 62 oaPBarov. So Thucyd. IV. 93. 
Xen. Hellen. I], 1. 14. rie ipégac oe jv. Philostr. Vit. Apoll. 
IV. 18. 6¥2 pvornoiwy. Lucian. Toxar. p. 49. 6~é tov pera- 
mwoov. In the following clause the entire phrase would be dua 
7H iuéog emigwoxotoy. Herod. III. 86. aw ajpuéoy diapavoxotoy. 
VII. 217. jae duéparve. Dion. Hal. Ant. [X. p. 620. iyéoa 2 
hon Suerégwoxe. ‘The corresponding term in Mark is Aiav rowi, 
and in Luke dpAp0v Babfoc. Of the expression pia caPBParwv 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 171. By way of illustration 
we may refer to Exod, xl. 2, Lev. xxiii. 24. Numb. i. 1. 18. 
xxix, 1. xxxili. 88. Deut. i. 3. Ezra iii. 6.x. 17. Ezek. xxvi. 1. 
xxxii. 1. xlv. 18. Hag. i. 1. ii. 1. LXX. 1 Cor. xvi. 2. Rev. ix. 
12. Joseph. Ant. I. 1. 1. avryn piv av ein  TOWTH Tuéoa* 
Mwione 8 aitiy play cize. This mode of speaking probably 
originated in the Hebrew word TN, which is both a cardinal 
and ordinal number. It is not unfrequent, however, in other lan- 
guages. Dion. H. Ant. IIT. pac dAupTiadog. Compare Herod. 
IV. 161. Thucyd. 1V.115. So Cic. de Senect. 5. uno et octo- 
gesimo anno. RaPue ius, Pauarret, Kress, Kypxke, KuInoet. 


[on THE EVANGELICAL NARRATIVES OF THE RESURRECTION. 


For a comprehensive summary of the evidence of our Lord’s 
resurrection the student has already been referred to Mr. Horne; 
but there are still some difficulties arising out of the apparent dis- 
erepancies in the accounts which the Evangelists have respectively 
given of this important event, which require an attentive examina- 
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tion. Various schemes have been proposed for harmonizing the 
.Gospel narratives; and the succession of incidents is so arranged 
in all of them as to afford abundant proof that there is no real 
inconsistency in any of the facts related. It would be impossible, 
and indeed unnecessary,—for any one of them is sufficient, more 
or less satisfactorily, to prove the point,—to investigate at length 
the merits of each of these several schemes ; and, therefore, as the 
plan of Mr. West has long been looked upon as possessing very 
considerable advantages, and is the ground-work upon which 
later writers have generally conducted their investigations, a 
brief outline thereof shall be given, followed by a Table of Mr. 
Townsend's arrangement, as being the last, and upon the whole 
the best, which has been executed. 

During the time of our blessed Saviour’s lying in the grave, 
several of the pious women who attended him from Galilee 
agreed to meet at the sepulchre early on the morning of the third. 
day, for the purpose of embalming the body. Mary Magdulene, 
the other Mary, Salome, and Joanna, were principal persons in 
this appointment; the chief care of preparing the spices was left 
to Joanna and her company, who were to be there about sun- 
rise; whereas the two Maries and Salome, (of whom Matthew 
and Mark chiefly write,) knowing nothing of the guard that had 
been set, came thither before day-break, in order (Qewpjoa) to 
view the sepulchre, that they might ascertain whether they should 
or should not require assistance to move the stone.- While these 
three women were on their way, the angel had opened the se- 
pulchre, the guards had fled in consternation, and Jesus had 
arisen. In the event, some of the guards joined in contriving 
and propagating the senseless falsehood of the body being stolen; 
and the rest, turning into other parts of the city, told the matter 
as it really was. The angel having disappeared after rolling 
away the stone, Mary, concluding from thence that the body was 
removed, left the other Mary and Salome to wait for Joanna, 
while she herself went to acquaint Peter and John with what she 
had discovered. During her absence, the other Mary and Sa- 
lome, entering the sepulchre, were assured by an angel of the 
resurrection of Jesus, and were given in charge to inform the dis- 
ciples that he would give them a meeting in Galilee. As they 
were returning slowly, lost: in wonder and consternation, Peter 

“and John, followed by Mary Magdalene, passed them unob- 
served. John at his first arrival only looked into the sepulchre ; 
but when Peter came and entered it, John went in too, and, from 
the state in which he saw things, believed that Jesus was risen ; 
though the angel did not render himself visible to either. They 
returned to the city, and Mary Magdalene, who was now alone, 
stooping down to look into the city, saw two angels, but, per- 
haps imagining they were young men, whom curiosity or acci- 
dent might have brought thither, stood weeping in deep distress 
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till Jesus appeared, and made himself known to her in those very 
remarkable words, John xx. 17. (Vide locum.) Leaving her very 
suddenly, our Lord appeared to the other Mary and Salome, 
whom he permitted to embrace his feet, comforted them under 
their fear, and renewed the promise of the angel, that he would 
meet his disciples in Galilee. While these things were passing 
at some distance, Joanna and her companions, of whom Luke 
only writes, approached the sepulchre; and, entering with the 
spices, at first saw no one in it, till the two angels, who had just 
before appeared to the other women, made themselves visible to 
them also, and assured them of the resurrection of Jesus, in 
accordance with his own predictions, but without any directions 
to convey the information to the brethren. Some of the party, 
however, very naturally ran with the tidings into the city; and, 
by whatever accident it happened, reached the eleven and some 
other disciples before the arrival of the two Maries and Salome, 
and told them (which was all they could tell them) that they had 
seen a vision of angels, who asserted that Jesus was alive. Upon 
this Peter ran a second time to the sepulchre (Luke xxiv. 12.), 
and not entering as before, but only stooping down and looking 
into it, he saw no angels, nor any thing else, but only the linen 
clothes lying: he therefore immediately returned, and just on 
his making his report, the two disciples who went that day 
to Emmaus, or some from whom they received their information 
(Luke xxiv. 22—24.), left the place before the arrival of the two 
Maries and Salome, whom fear or some unknown accident had 
detained behind. These however at last arrived, with the intel- 
ligence not only that they had seen an angel, who had informed 
them of their Lord’s resurrection, but that Jesus himself had 
appeared to them, and had even permitted himself to be touched 
by two of them. 

The above is an abstract of Mr. West’s scheme of this important 
story, as given by Doddridge in a postscript to the third volume 
of his Expositor; and that of Doddridge himself, which was 
published shortly before, only differs from it in two circumstances 
of any consideration. In the first place, he supposes the women 
to have met at the sepulchre, and consequently to make only one 
report; and secondly, he imagines that Peter ran to it only once, 
thus incorporating Luke’s account with that of John’s relating to 
his running thither with John, on Mary Magdalene’s first report. 
After perusing Mr. West’s plan, however, he readily allowed the 
advantages which it possessed over his own. Since that time 
Dr. Townson has published a more elaborate and systematic 
arrangement of the transaction, upon the basis of Mr. West's 
account; Mr. Cranfield has examined some minute points in 
which he differs from Dr. Townson; and from a careful investi- 
gation of the united labours of these and the earlier commen- 
tators, Mr. Townsend's scheme was formed, as exhibited in the 
following Table. See also Greswell’s Dissertations. 
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‘EVENTS. MATT. MARK. LUKE. JOHN. 














1. Joseph and Nicode- 
wus bury the hody of : 
Christ o.ceeeseeee+(XXvii. 57—60.|xv. 42—46.. |xxiii-50—54. |xix. 38. to the 

2. The two Maries, and [end. 
the other women, ob- 
serve where the body 
THERES Goes seater 47. 55. 

3. The women return 
home, before the Sab- 
bath begins, to prepare 
spices ..... 5 Og ot 56. 

4. The two Maries con- 
tinue before the sepul- 
chre till after the com- 
mencement of the Sab- 

DAU cotoie)-<ieleloreteraieletere 61. 

5. At the close of the 
Sabbath the guard is 





SCt ecdoercecsice ne 62 to the 

6. The two Maries and [end. 
Salome purchase their 
SPICCSU Beloit sisiclelcicle ls KVL. 


7. (Easter morning. )The 
two Maries and Sa- 
lome leave their homes 
very early to go to the 
sepulchre..........|Xxviii. 1. part of 2, xx. part of Ll. 

8. Before their arrival 
Christ rises from the 
deadiie tac tecrtates & ~ 2=4. 

9. Many bodies arise, and ne, 
go to Jerusalem ....|xxvii, 52, 53. 

J0. Thetwo Maries and 
Salome arrive at the 
sepulchre, and find the 
stone rolled away... 2—4. part of 1. 

1]. Mary Magdalene 
leaves the other Mary 
and Salome to tell 
Betenaenverts ce decces , 2. 

12. Salomeand the other 
Mary enter the porch 
of the sepulchre, and 
see one angel, who 
tells them to inform 
the disciples of the re- 

SUTLECHLONY, dre <gs 6. oys/505 xxviii. 5—7. 5—7. 

13. Salome and the other 
Mary leave the se- 

PWICHYE Hotere ote cle eters 8. 8. 

14. Peter and John, upon 
the tidings brought by 
Mary Magdalene, run Py 
to the sepulchre, which i 
they inspect, and de- ' 
Parteners wens 3—10. 

15, Mary Magdalene, 
having followed Peter 
and John, remains at 
the sepulchre after opt , 
their departure .... part of 1]. 

16. She looks into the 
tomb, and sees two 
BDO Glee eras vale ato. 





part of 11— 
[ part of 14, 
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EVENTS. MATY. MARK. LUKE. JOHN. 


— 














17. Christ first appears 
to Mary Magdalene, 
and tells her to inform 
the disciples of his re- 
surrection...+...se xvi. & xx, 14—17. 

18. Mary Magdalene, on 
her way to the disci- 
ples, meets again with 
Salome and the other 
Mary ; and Christ ap- 
pears to the three wo- 
POEM 60 00s) oe eves» (XXvill. 9, 10; 18. 

19. The soldiers report : 
to the high-priest the 
resurrection of Christ. 11—15. 

20. The second party of 
women arrive at the 
sepulchre, and find the 
stone rolled away -+-- xxiv. ]—3. 

21. The angels appear to 
them also; and they 
return and tell the 


7 








disciples: .. 0.+.0e0 4—9. 
22. Mary Magdalene | 

adds her testimony - - 10. 10. 
23. The Apostles still 

incredulous ++ +++e+- 1). DY 
24, Peter goes again to 

the sepulchre. ...... partof 12. 
25. Christ appears to him. part of 12. 


26, Christ appears to two 
disciples on their way 
to Emmaus ..-+-ee. 12, 13—32. 

27. The two disciples re- 
turn to Jerusalem, and 
assure the Apostles of 
the resurrection. -++- 13. - 33—35. 

28. Christ appears to all 
the Apostles except 








MhonaAaste: 1s. <-sje/e «/p0)0 36—43. 19—23. 
29. The disbelief of Tho- 
Viab weno cosiaiaje leis ass 24, 25. 


30. Christ appears to all 
the disciples, and con- 


vinces Thomas..+.+- 14. 26—29. 
31, Christ appearsto the 16—part 
brethren in Galilee... [of 18. 


32. Christ’s appearance 

at the Sea of Tiberias, 

and his conyersation 

with Peter. ...+.-e- xxi, 1—24. 
33. Christ appears to his 

Apostles at Jerusalem, 

and commissions them 

to convert the world. 

—(Acts i. 4, 5.)++++ 44—49, 
34, Christ leads his Apos- 

tles to Bethany, with- 

in sight of Jerusalem, 

gives them their. fi- 

nal commission, blesses 

them, and ascends vi-| _ 

sibly into heaven.— ; [end. [end. 

(Aets i. 6—12.) «+++ 18—20.|xvi. 15. to the 50. to the 
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There are some little difficulties attending this arrangement, 
and some few points which may require explanation, and will 
be noticed as they occur. At present it need only be observed, 
that nothing material seems to be gained by the transposition of 
Matt. xxvii. 52, 53. after the fourth verse of the present chapter. ] 


[on THE CHANGE OF THE SABBATH. 


The first day of the week, being the day on which our Lord 
arose from the dead, has, from that time, been set apart by his 
followers for the purpose of religious worship, and called, in re- 
lation to that event, 2) cvgraxn, the Lord’s day. Thus Ignatius 
(Epist. ad Magnent.) desires his Christian brethren not to sab- 
batize with the Jews, but to live xara xvpiaxiv, according to the 
Lord’s day; on which our life arose with him. In a fragment 
of Irenzeus also it is said, that 75 év 79 Kvotaky pa) KAlvew yovu 
was asymbol of the resurrection. To the early institution of the 
Christian sabbath we have likewise the testimony of Pliny in his 
celebrated letter to Trajan: Affirmabant autem (Christiani,) hane 
Suisse summam vel culpe vel erroris sui, quod essent soliti stato 
die ante lucem convenire, carmenque Christo, quast Deo, dicere 
secum invicem. In the Talmud also, (Avoda Zara, p. 6, 1.) the 
Christian sabbath is distinguished from that of the Jews, with 
the following gloss on the place: 4 Nazarene or Christian 
is he who followeth the error of that man who commanded 
them to make the first day of the week a festival unto him. ‘The 
change of the sabbath, however, from the first day of the week, 
is a point on which we are at issue both with Romanists and . 
Sectarians. The former adduce it as an argument in favour of 
the Popish doctrine of independent tradition, upon which alone 
they assert that the change in question rests: and the latter have 
gone so far as to deny any Scriptural authority for a sabbatical _ 
observance whatsoever. ‘These last may fairly be left to reflect 
upon the positive injunction of the fourth commandment, which, 
as to the keeping of a day of rest, is equally as binding now as 
it was at the time of its delivery on Mount Sinai; since the aboli- 
tion of any one of the precepts of the decalogue would go a 
great way towards invalidating the obligation of the whole. 
With respect to the Romanists, if it can be proved that the 
change of the day is sanctioned by the Scriptures, as well in the 
types of the Old, as in the spirit of the New Testament, their 
position is obviously unfounded. The argument on this im- 
portant subject has lately been fully stated in an able pamphlet 
by Dr. Miller, of Armagh, of which it may not be improper to 
subjoin an analysis. ; 

In the Old Testament we find two distinct commemorations of 
the deliverance of the Israelites from the captivity of Egypt ; one 
in the annual celebration of the passover, Exod. xii. 26, 27. ; 
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and the other in the weekly observance of the Sabbath, Deut. v. 
15. Now, as this temporal deliverance of the Jews was a type 
of the spiritual deliverance of Christians, effected by the death of 
Christ, so were the sacrifice of the Paschal lamb, and the Sab- 
batical rest, respectively typical of the atonement made by Christ 
upon the cross, and the eternal rest of heaven, assured to us by 
his resurrection. From a comparison of Nwmb. xxviii. 16. with 
Levit, xxiii. 5. it appears that the Israelites left Egypt on the 
15th day of the first month, having celebrated the first passover 
on the day preceding; so that, by dying on the day following the 
passover, our Lord precisely accomplished the type presented by 
that deliverance. ‘With respect to the day of the resurrection, 
we find a remarkable circumstance in the original institution of 
the passover. It was ordained that the sheaf of the first-fruits of 
the harvest should be offered on the morrow after the Sabbath in the 
Paschal week, Levit. xxiii. 11., thereby presignifying that Christ 
should rise from the dead on the first day of the week, to be- 
come the first-fruits of them that slept, 1 Cor. xv. 20. That the 
day of Pentecost should likewise have been originally determined 
by a computation, which should bring it to a Christian Sabbath, 
must not be overlooked as one of those typical predispositions by 
which a change in the institution was signified. This feast was 
calculated from the day of the wave-offering, so as to fall on the 
fiftieth day, or on the morrow after the seventh Sabbath from 
that event; and as on the one occasion there was an offering of 
_ the first-fruits of the barley harvest, emblematic of the resurrec- 
tion, so on the other there was an offering of the first-fruits of 
the wheat harvest, presignifying the first-fruits of the Christian 
Church, produced by the effusion of the Holy Ghost. Surely if 
the prospective reference in these institutions had extended 
simply to the fulfilment of the type, unconnected with circum- 
stances respecting the day of the solemnity, the Jewish Sabbath, 
rather than the morrow after the Sabbath, would have been the 
more natural time for the celebration of each respectively. The 
connection, indeed, between the resurrection of Christ, and a new 
appointment of the Sabbath, is clearly intimated in Hebd. iv. 1. 
where the Sabbath is represented as an emblem of that rest into 
which the people of God are to enter. As the Sabbath had been 
to the Jews a symbol of their deliverance from Egyptian bondage, 
it had been observed on one day of the week; so, to Christians, 
it became a symbol of the eternal rest of heaven, assured to them 
by the resurrection of Christ, and is therefore celebrated on the 
day of the resurrection. There is also a passage in the Psalms 
applied expressly to Christ, both by himself and St. Peter, in 
connection with which the Psalmist speaks of a day which the 
Lord had made, sanctified by a great deliverance, and set apart 
for entering into the gates of righteousness, in order to rejoice 
and be glad in it: Psalm cxviii. 14. 99. 
VOL. I. Bb 
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But not only was the change of the Sabbath essential to the 
due accomplishment of the types of the Old Testament, but the 
‘types themselves seem to have been ordained with a prophetic 
reference to a combination of events, with which the death of 
Christ would necessarily be attended. The relation of time be- 
tween the Paschal Sabbath and the passover would vary in each 
successive year ; but from the connection which subsisted between 
them as commemorative of the same event, it was fit that they 
should be as nearly coincident as the circumstances of the case 
wouldallow. Before Christ offered himself as the great sacrifice 
for the sins of the world, it was expedient that he should change 
the Paschal celebration, which typified his death, into another 
which should be better accommodated to the spiritual nature of 
the Christian covenant. It was in reference to this intended in- 
stitution of the Eucharist, that he so ardently expressed his de- 
sire to eat his last passover with his disciples; after which no- 
thing remained but the completion of the work of redemption 
upon the cross, which the fulfilment of the type, already noticed, 
required to take place on the following day. This day, however, 
could not be a Sabbath, for that Sabbath day was a high day ; 
and, consequently, the crucifixion intervened between the pass- . 
over and the Sabbath. During the Sabbath our Lord lay in the 
grave: ‘the rest of which corresponded to the outward rest of the 
Jewish Sabbath, as the rest of heaven, which the latter had typi- 
fied, agreed best to the spiritual Sabbath begun at the resurrec- 
tion. Christ then rested from the humiliation and suffering, by 
which he wrought the redemption of the world; and the silent 
repose of the tomb attested that the deliverance prefigured by 
that of Egypt was accomplished, as the weekly Sabbath had 
served to retain it in remembrance. By postponing the resurrec- 
tion no longer than the day following the Sabbath, the body was 
subjected to no perceptible decomposition, which, if it had not 
taken place during a more protracted period, might have induced 
a doubt as to the humanity of Christ. An inference, indeed, 
may be drawn from Psalm xvi. 10. which is applied to Christ by 
Peter and Paul, Acts ii. 24. xili. 35., that the body would not be 
left in hell a sufficient time to see corruption; at the same time 
it was necessary that he should lie in the grave a sufficient time 
to place beyond doubt the reality of his death, which was fully 
effected by the detention of the body in the guarded tomb during 
the one entire day, which intervened between the crucifixion and 
resurrection. . 

Still it may be urged that the want of Scripture authority for 
the change of the Sabbath, in the shape of an apostolic injunc- 
tion, renders the application of these types uncertain and unsatis- 
factory. Now it is manifest that while the Jewish state existed, 
any formal abrogation of their Sabbath was politically impossible, 
as far, at least, as Judea was concerned. We know, however, 
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that from the day of the resurrection the disciples met together 
for prayer and religious exercise, on the first day of each week; 
and though, in respect to the laws, they did not neglect the 
Jewish Sabbath, yet, as Christians, they kept the Lord’s day, as 
it is expressly called in Rev. i. 10. In confirmation of this prac- 
tice, Jesus, who had appeared to his disciples on the day of his 
resurrection, seems to have reserved his second appearance till 
the recurrence of that day in the ensuing week ; and the descent 
of the Holy Ghost on the day of Pentecost sanctified the newly 
appointed Sabbath for perpetual observance. It is to be re- 
marked, also, that although there is no positive injunction of our’ 
Lord or his Apostles on the subject, there is, nevertheless, a dis- 
tinct declaration of St. Paul to the Church at Colosse, which was 
without the precinct of Judea, wherein the observance of the 
Jewish Sabbath is particularised, among other ceremonial ordi- 
nances, as no longer obligatory upon Christians, (Col. ii. 16.) 
Such is the warrant which the Scriptures afford for the change 
of the Sabbath, in contradistinction to the Romish doctrine of 
independent tradition, which, however valuable as a proof of the 
original and uninterrupted practice of the church, can never be 
admitted as exclusive authority for its adoption... The force with 
which the evidence deduced from the Old Testament bears upon 
the Jewish observance of the seventh day, is sufficiently perspi- 
cuous. It is more than probable, that the patriarchal Sabbath 
corresponded to our Sunday, and that it was thrown back to Sa- 
turday, in order to commemorate the departure of the Jews; so 
that the return to the original day of rest is no more unreason- 
able than its change in the first instance. Into the proofs of this 
position there is no need to enter; the reader, who may choose 
to pursue the subject, will find them discussed at: length in Bed- 


ford’s Scripture Chronology, and Hamilton’s Tract on the Sab- 
bath. ] 


Ver. 2. «ar i8ov, ceopde x. tr. X. The incidents related in this 
"verse had taken place before the arrival of the women; and the 
Evangelist was informed of them either by a special revelation or 
by some of the soldiers, who were probably thereby induced to 
embrace the Gospel. It is clear, therefore, that the verb eADeiv, 
in the preceding verse, does not signify ¢o arrive, but simply to 
go to, asin Mark vii. 31. Luke ii. 44, and must be understood 
in reference to the time at which they left their homes. Some 
commentators render ceopoc not an earthquake, as in the E.T. ; 
but merely a tempest, or whirlwind; in which the angel might 
probably descend. The word properly signifies any shaking, 
whether in the earth, air, or sea. Thus Matt. viii. 24. ceopoc 
itv rH Oaddooy. Ezek. ii. 12. LXX. jKovea peoviy oELo HOU ple- 
yadou, [heard the voice of a at wind, In 2 Kings ii. 1. ovo- 
B 
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asiopoc is the word employed to denote the whirlwind in which 
Elijah was caught up. It is certain that the word does not, as 
others have thought from the use of the verb éoeioOnoav in v. 4, 
imply terror, scil. among the guards. If the Evangelist in- 
tended, by the use of the verb, to fix the sense of the substan- 
tive, he has not been lucky in the choice of an expedient, as ceto- 
poc, till of late, has been understood by all interpreters to sig- 
nify an earthquake. Hammonp, Macknicut, Lr Cierc, Camp- 
BELL.—[MarkLAND, A. CLARKE. ] 


Ver. 3. % ida abrod. His form, or appearance. Hesych. 
idéa’ woody, eidoc. Arist. Plut. 558. wapéyw (BeAtiovac avdpac 
kal THY yveuny kat Thy idéav. Philo de Abrah. p. 366. E. si¢ 
idtay dvOpwmwv perauoppoo0a. The supposition that the word 
is used merely of an imaginary and not a personal appearance, 
and that the angel, is merely a personification of the earthquake, 
is at variance with the description given of him by the Evan- 
_gelist. Coruscations of heavenly splendor (dorpamn) beamed 
around him, and he-was clothed in a robe of dazzling whiteness, 
which was the symbol not only of joy but of purity. Compare Dan. 
vil. 9. Rev. iii. 4.18. et passem. See also Matt. xvii. 2. In 
Luke xxiv. 4. the angels are clothed év éoOjaeow dorparrotveaic; 
and such were those which Herod presumptuously assumed as an 
emblem of divinity, Acts xii. 22. The simile here employed is 
one of frequent occurrence in the classic writers. Hom. Il. K. 
437. devkdrepor xidvoc. Virg. Ain. XII. 84. Qué candore nives 
anteirent. Mart. Epigr. II. 25. Et toga non tactas vincere jussa 
nives. GRoTIUS, WETSTEIN.—[RosENMULLER, Kurnoet.| In 
the next verse the genitive avrov denotes the author of the fear; 
as we have metus hostium in Latin. So Plaut. Amphict.-V. 1. 14. 
Terrore meo occidistis. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 375. 3. and 
§. 466.2. The expression éyévovto woe vexpol is a common 
form of hyperbole. Lucian. Necyom. 10. roy piv ‘Padduavbov 
eVoomev TeOvewra, puKpov ely, Urd Tov Séove. Dial. D. II. 1. 
t2Ovava b7d Tov Séove. Demosth. Phil. I. of 82 cbupayxor 
teOvacr re déet. WETSTEIN, 


Ver. 6. éxetro. Lay. Thucyd. Il. 43. rov ragov, év @ xetvrar 
See my note on Hom. Il. 3. 20. In the next verse for cizov 
some would read civev, as in Mark xvi. 7., in reference to the 
promise which Christ had given his disciples in Matt. xxvi. 32. 
But there is no authority for any such change in the MSS. Kut- 
NOEL.—[MicHakE tis. | 


Ver. 8. péBov Kat yapac. These sensations, of which the 
former was induced by the appearance of the angel, and the 
latter by the unexpected tidings which he delivered, are not un- 
frequently intermingled, Achil. Tat. II. reguwv roduov SurAovv 
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Xapac dua kat poBov. Joseph. Ant. XIX. 3.1. dveBaoraze dz 


auTov, ov ravu Balvev Toic Toot Suvauevor, bd Te Poou Kat 
X4pmaroc rwv sionuévwv. Virg. Ain. I. 514. Percussus Achates 
Letitiaque metuque. Terent..Andr. V. 4. 34. Vix sum apud 
me; tta animus commotus et metu, Spe, gaudio, mirando hoe 
tanto, tam repentino bono. WrrstTrIn. The first clause of the 
next verse, which is nothing more than a repetition of the last 
words of this, and forms an anacoluthon in the construction, is 
omitted in several MSS. and is very probably an interpolation. 
Mitt, Kuinoet. Of the verb roocxuvijca, see on Matt. ii. 2.; 
and of the Jewish custom of falling at the feet of a superior, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 436. 


Ver. 12. ixava. This adjective is here used in the sense of 
moAAa. Compare Luke viii. 32. with Matt. viii. 30. Plato, in 
Crit. p. 33. E. xexduuxev doybo.ov ixavdv. Diogen. Arcesil. IV. 
41. ixava dpyipia éréotetdev 6 ’Avtiyovog. Athen. I. p. 7. A. 
ixavac puptadac. The Hebrew J° is used in the same sense in 
Ezeh. 1.14. Of the word apyép.a see on Matt. xxvi. 15. In 
the next verse the preposition é7i is used for iwd, as in Diod. 
Sic. p. 26. B. 2p’ Gv apudoréowy éréyxerar pavepde rd Pevooc 
Tov ovyyvapéwe. The verb weiMav is used, as it sometimes is, 
absolutely, in the sense of to appease, to conciliate. Thucyd. 
II. 63. 0f rovovror Eréoove Te weicavtec. OT. wopEevdpsvor we TOV 
Baoréa, eitwe weiceiav aitov xphpara wapéxev. There is an 
ellipsis however of the word yoypaot, which is supplied in 
2 Mace. x. 20. LXX. Compare Ibid. IV. 45. So Diod. Sic. 
p- 380. D. yotpaor wacbévrec. Joseph. Ant. XIV. 11. 4. 
meloac apyuply Tov “Yokavov oivoxdov. That Pilate was noto- 
riously open to this species of persuasion we have the testimony 
of Philo. An expression similar to auépysvov roieiv occurs in 
Xen. Cyrop. VIII. 4. 28. rote amover Swonodmevoe TwodAd, Kal 
augurrouc womaduevoc. KurnoeL, Munrue, WersTEin, KyPKe. 


Ver. 15. &Xdyoe ovroc. That is, the lie which the Sanhedrim 
had put into the mouths of the soldiers. Some, indeed, under- 
stand the remark not of the lie published by the Jews, but of the 

eneral report that the soldiers had been bribed to circulate such 
a falsehood. The addition, however, of the words rapa’ lovédatore 
are almost decisive in favour of the former interpretation ; and the 
industry with which the fabrication was propagated by the Jews, 
not only in Judea, but in distant countries, is attested by Justin 
Mart. in his dialogue with Trypho, p. 335. In the Talmudical 
writings also the story is related. The expression péxor tite ohpe- 
oov, subaud. iépac, refers to_the period at which St. Matthew 
wrote his Gospel. KurnoEL, DoppRIDGE. 


Ver, 16. dp0c ov éra&aro. Neither by himself in his pro- 
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phetic declaration, Matt. xxvi. 32. or in his promise, supra, v. 10. 
nor by the angel, supra, v. 4, is any mountain specified as the 
place of meeting between Christ and his disciples. The words o¥ 
zrataro do not therefore refer to the mountain, but to Galilee ; 
but the eleven assembled on a mountain, probably Mount Tabor, 
as being a spot much frequented by him, and on which he had 
been before transfigured. Whether there were more than the 
eleven at this meeting the Evangelist does not say: but the cir- 
cumstances of the case seem to indicate many witnesses. ‘Their 
appearance was known beforehand; the place where it was to hap- 
pen was pointed out by Jesus himself. It is also observable that. 
it did not take place till above eight days after the resurrection, 
(John xx. 19.) so that doubtless the disciples did not go alone 
from Jerusalem to Galilee, but those who were with them at Je- 
rusalem, and had heard of their Master’s previous appearance, 
would be induced by curiosity to accompany them. ‘This suppo- 
sition is greatly confirmed by the declaration of St. Paul in 1 Cor. 
xv. 6., that Jesus, after his resurrection, was seen by above five 
hundred brethren at once. Now at Jerusalem our Lord had but 
few disciples, for it appears that the number assembled on the 
day of Pentecost were only one hundred and twenty, Acts i. 15. 
Galilee, therefore, being the principal scene of his ministry, and 
the residence of the greater part of his followers, was far better 
suited for the most solemn and important appearance before his 
ascension. It should seem, also, that Matthew, who passes over 
the several other appearances of Christ, selects this in particular 
as being still attested by several surviving witnesses. Mack- 
NIGHT, Wuirsy, Grotius. In the next verse the relative of is 
put for twice, as in Xen. Anab. I. 513. Gore éxefvoue teremAnx= 
Qa kat adrov Mevova, cat rpéxev emi ra brAa* of 88 Kal Eoracav 
anopovytec. Adlian. V. H. XII. 35. of 8€ pace kat érépac 
8, we eivat waoac déka. Lucian. Timon. p. 63. of d& Kat avT@ 
go. Tac xelpacg OdvpTidow émiBeBAhkacr. Schol. épota 4 cbv- 
Takic auTn TH &v TH isog TOU evayysAtov Marbatou ovyyoaon, TH 
Oi 8: éioracay’ avtt yap Tov Twwie 7d Oi S82 Keira. Hesych. 6 
dé 6 detva. Those who doubted were probably some who had 
not yet received the proofs of his real appearance and corporeal 
existence: or it may be that Jesus first appeared at a distance, 
and that it was not until his nearer approach that all were fully 
persuaded of his personal identity. This may perhaps be in- 
ferred from the words cat meoccA0ey in the next verse. Some, 
but less probably, attribute the doubt to the same cause as in 
Luke xxix. 41.; and others would translate the words oi 62 2dfo- 
tacay, even those who had doubted, of which the words will not 
easily admit. Beza’s conjecture, ovd? édicracay, is wholly un- 
supported by MS. authority, nor is.its reception necessary. 
Kurnort, Townson, Rapnenius, PatarreT.—[Le CuErc, 
Macxnicut, Beausopre, DoppringE. | 
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Ver. 18. 2860 wor waca tEovcia. These words, to the end of 
the chapter, which contain the great commission and charter 
granted by our Saviour to his Apostles and their successors, are 
supposed by the generality of harmonists to have been spoken 
immediately before our Lord’s ascension into heaven. They are 
incorporated by St. Matthew, who has made no mention of the 
ascension, into his account of the meeting on the mountain of 
Galilee; but as we learn from St. Mark that our Lord did not 
commission his disciples till he was about to be finally removed 
from them, it is possible that St. Matthew may have been more 
careful to give the words of Christ than denote the particular oc- 
casion on which they were spoken. With respect to his making 
no mention of the ascension, it is not easy, nor is it necessary, to 
assign a reason for the omission. We know that in several in- 
stances circumstances are omitted by one Evangelist which are 
supplied by another; and this is a convincing proof that they 
did not write in concert with each other, but that each related 
his own story, and selected such facts and events as were best 
adapted to the particular object for which he wrote. It may be 
that St. Matthew, who wrote in Palestine, was satisfied that the 
circumstances attending the ascension were sufficiently known to 
all the Christians there ; and the fact itself is clearly implied in 
the concluding words of the Gospel. The presence of the Deity 
is promised in like terms in Judg. vi. 12, 13. Jerem. i. 8. Acts 
vii. 9. Mark and Luke, writing for those who lived out of the 
limits of Judea, properly add the history of the ascension; and 
John omits it, as his principal object was to supply the defi- 
ciencies of the other Evangelists. The expression here made 
use of by our Lord, All power is given to me, has been urged as 
an objection to his divinity. In his divine nature, however, he 
doubtless had this power from all eternity, and therefore, if the 
declaration was made with respect to his divine nature, it must 
be understood of him as being God of God. See on Matt, xi. 27. 
But he was also perfect man, as well as perfect God, and he 
may therefore have spoken inreference to his state of humiliation 
thus ending, and his elevation, at that instant about to take place, 
to the most exalted power and dignity at the right hand of God. 
. Porreus, Wuirsy, Grotius, Macknient. 


Ver. 19. wopevbivrec pabsrevoare kK. T. Xr. In this commission 
there are manifestly three distinct things which our Lord enjoins 
his Apostles to execute with regard to all nations, viz. pabnreberv, 
to make them disciples; BamriZev, to initiate them into his church 
by baptism; dWacKev, to instruct them, when baptized, in all 
the duties of Christianity. Our translators, after the whole cur- 
rent of Latin iuterpreters, have confounded the first and last, 
rendering both verbs by the English word teach. From the order 
in which these injunctions are delivered, it seems that conversion 
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to the faith precedes the initiatory rite. In the case of adults, 
which formed of course the bulk of the first converts, this was 
necessarily the case, as it is still with those who are brought 
over from Judaism to the reception of the Gospel. No argu- 
ment, however, can be drawn from this against the baptism of 
children, of whom it cannot be expected that they should believe 
in order to be baptized. CamppeLy, A. CuarKE, WHITBY. 


[on CHRISTIAN BAPTISM. 


The necessity of baptism, as the means of admission into the 
church of Christ, is sufficiently clear from the words of the insti- 
tution, especially in Mark xvi. 16., where it is added, He that 
believeth, and is baptized, shall be saved; but he that believeth 
not shall be damned. Neither is there any restriction or excep- 
tion as to the persons'who are to be baptized. Nations consist 
of persons of all ages, and therefore znfants, as well as adults 
must be included in the command: and this inference would ne- 
cessarily be drawn by the Jews, who were accustomed to see 
infants baptized, and would of course consider themselves au- 
thorized to receive converts to Christianity upon the same prin- 
ciples as they received converts to Judaism. See on Mait. iii. 1. 
Had our Lord intended otherwise, he would not have failed to 
specify the alteration, more especially as the intent and spirit of 
the Jewish rite is in other respects closely allied to the Christian — 
institution, as will be seen by the following parallel, founded 
upon the authority of the Rabbins and early Christian writers : 


1, The Jews required of the pro- 
selytes a renunciation of idol- 
atry, and a belief in Jenovan, 


1, The Christians required a re- 
nunciation of the devil and all 

_ his works, and a belief in the 
Trinity. 

2. The Christians interrogated 
the Catechumens as they en- 
tered the water, and also pre- 
viously in the congregation. 

3. The Jews baptized the infant 3. The Christians baptized in- 
children of proselytes. fants. 

4. The Jews required that either 4. The Christians observed a si- 
his father, or the church of the milar custom. al 
place, or three grave persons 
should answer for the child of 
.a proselyte. 

5. A baptized proselyte was said 
to be born again. 


2. The Jews interrogated the 
proselytes while standing in the 
water, 


3. Our Saviour and his Apostles 
call baptism regeneratzon, or 
being born again. 


6. The Jews told the proselyte 6, The same term is used in the 


that he was now clean and 
holy. 


N.T. Baptized Christians are 
said to be sanctified with the 
washing of water. 
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7. The Jews declared the bap- 7, Among Christians this was 
tized to be under the wings of shewn by the gifts of the Holy 
the Shechinah. Ghost. To this end the laying 

on of hands was used; a cus- 

tom probably borrowed from 
, the Jewish church. 

8. At the paschal season the Jews 8. Easter was a stated time at 

baptized proselytes that they which Christians were baptized 


might eat the passover, with great solemnity. 
9. The Jews had their proselytes 9, The Christians had their cate- 
of the gate. chumens or competentes. 


The propriety of infant baptism may also be inferred from the 
analogy which the rite bears to circumcision, as the ceremony by 
which the Christian is admitted into covenant with God. It was 
expressly commanded in the law of Moses that the children of 
the Jews should receive the mark of circumcision at eight days 
old; and there is the same reason why our children should be 
admitted from the beginning into the Christian, as why the infants 
of the Jews should be admitted into the legal covenants. Infants 
with us are as capable of covenanting as they were with them, 
and if God did not consider their age a bar against circumcision, 
we ought not to urge it as an objection against baptism. So 
close did this analogy between the two rites appear to the early 
Christians that a question was proposed to St. Cyprian, respect- 
ing the propriety of baptizing only on the eighth day; and from 
the earliest days to the present infants have always been bap- 
tized in the Christian church. 

The outward visible sign of baptism, as a Christian sacrament, 
is water, by the use of which is represented the spiritual cleans- 
ing of the soul; or, in other words, its death unto sin, and new 
birth unto righteousness. ~In this phrase there is a reference 
to the primitive custom of baptizing by émmersion ; and it must 
be allowed, that by plunging the body under water, and raising it 
again, the ends and effects of baptism are more significantly re- 
presented than by aspersion. For St. Paul speaks of baptism 
as emblematic of the death and burial and resurrection of Christ, 
and in conformity thereto of our dying unto sin, and rising unto 
righteousness, Rom. vi. 3, 4. Col. ii. 12. Still affusion or as- 
persion will sufficiently express the same intention, that we are 
by this ordinance purified from the guilt of sin, and bound and 
qualified to keep ourselves pure from the defilement of it. Be- 
sides, it very naturally represents that sprinkling of the blood of 
Christ; 1 Pet. i. 2., to which our salvation isowing. The usage, 
indeed, seems to be foretold in Isaiah lii. 15. Ezek. xxxvi. 25. 
and St. Paul probably alludes to it n Heb. x. 22. It was cer- 
tainly employed less frequently in the apostolic age; but at the 
same time it must of necessity have been sometimes used, as, for 
instance, when baptism was administered to several thousands at 
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once, (Acts ii. 41.) or when it was administered ona sudden in 
private houses, as upon the gaoler and his family on the night of 
their conversion, (Acts xvi. 33.) or in cases of sickness, when . - 
immersion would have been attended with danger. In these 
cold climates it would seldom be safe to immerse an infant in 
water; and therefore, our church, without forbidding immersion 
if the strength of the child will bear it, admits asperscon only, 
rather than occasion injury to a baby; wisely remembering, that 
in the sight of God mercy is better than sacrifice, Hos. vi. 6. 
Matt. ix. 13. xii. 7. 

It is further an essential requisite to Christian. baptism that it 
be administered in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost. Some have supposed, that to be baptized 
in the name of these three is to be baptized by virtue of their 
authority: but the proper translation of the words Baw7iCovtec 
ec td dvopua, is baptizing into the name ; and this expression is. 
probably a Hebraism for baptizing into the person named, the 
word dvoua being frequently redundant. Thus Johni. 12. mio- 
reba sig TO dvoua TOU Xo.orou for sic Tov Xp.ordv. Compare 
1 Cor. i. 13. Hence the import of the form will be, that by this 
solemn act we are devoted to the faith and worship and obedience 
of these three—our Creator, Redeemer, and Sanctifier. In this 
profession the whole of Christianity is briefly comprehended, and 
on this foundation all the Christian creeds are built. There are 
some passages in the Acts and Epistles which have been sup- 
posed to authorize the administration of baptism in the name of 
Jesus only; for instance, Acts ii. 38. x. 48. xix. 5. Rom. vi. 3. 
Gal. iii. 27. It may be, that in baptizing Jews, who were al- 
ready in covenant with God, it was considered a virtual com- 
pliance with the form of the institution to employ the name of 
Jesus only in order more especially to settle the evidence of his 
being the true Messiah; this being the point of controversy be- 
tween the believing and unbelieving part of the nation. With 
respect to the Gentiles the case was different, and the prescribed 
form was therefore invariably used. It appears, however, from 
Acts xix. 3. that the name of the Holy Ghost was used ; and pro- 
bably, therefore, that of the Father also: and, in fact, baptizing 
in the name of the Lord Jesus may fairly be understood to imply 
baptizing according to the form which he had ordained. The 
early Fathers are unanimous in declaring that it was the un- 
deviating custom of the primitive church to baptize in the name 
of the Holy Trinity, which custom, it is reasonable to suppose, 
was derived from the Apostolic practice. 

In the form of administering baptism, the fundamental doctrine 
of the Gospel, that of the holy Trinity, is unequivocally asserted, 
and the equality of the three Persons in the Godhead most clearly 
maintained. No superiority or difference is mentioned as apper- 
taming to either of them; but all are spoken of in precisely the 
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same terms. It is impossible, therefore, to suppose that while 
the Father is self-existent, eternal, and omnipotent, the Son 
should be a mere.man, born of a woman, and subject to all the 
frailties of humanity ; or that the Holy Ghost should be a mere 
energy or operation, without any personal existence. The very 
form, indeed, running in the name, not names, of the three, may 
insinuate that the authority of all the three is the same, their 
power equal, their persons undivided, and their glory one. This 
consideration at once overthrows the objection that being bap- 
tized into Christ no more implies the divinity of Christ than 
being baptized into Moses (1 Cor. x. 2.) implies the divinity of 
Moses. The name of Moses is not here coupled with the name 
of God; and in point of fact, the baptism here mentioned is only 
typical of the baptism of Christ: it was no covenanting rite, and 
carried with it no obligation to, or initiation into, the service of 
Moses. Itis true that this important doctrine is deeply mysterious, 
beyond the power of human ingenuity to unravel, or human 
reason to explain: but though it is far above human reason, it does 
not contradict human reason; and if we are unable to compre- 
hend the nature of the union subsisting between the three per- 
sons in the Godhead, we are equally unable to form any other 
idea of the Deity, which is so exquisitely adapted to the spiritual 
necessities of man. The corruption of our nature, which renders 
us wholly incapable of giving that perfect love and obedience 
which is evidently due from a créature to his Creator, naturally 
calls for some satisfaction. This satisfaction is offered in the 
atonement of the only begotten Son of God, the second person in 
the Trinity ; and it seems almost: impossible that another should 
have been a sufficient sacrifice. It would be clearly preposterous 
for any one human being to look up to any other mere human 
being, who by his own merits should have acquired such in- 
fluence with the Almighty as to atone to him for the transgres- 
sions of his fellow-creatures. But that strict harmony which 
exists between the atonement and the divinity of Christ renders 
the case plain and consistent. There are also certain conditions 
to be performed by every member of the Christian covenant, for 
which he is wholly incompetent, and in which the assistance of 
any being like himself would be equally unavailable. But this 
difficulty again is removed by the assurance of the co-operation 
of God’s holy spirit in his endeavours after righteousness. WALL, 
Wuirtsy, Licgutroot, SrckER, Bevertpce, HoupeEn, &c. | 





Ver. 20. rie cvvredciac tov aldévoc. Of the two periods de- 
noted by this phrase see on Matt. xii. 32. xiii. 39. xxty. 1. In 
this place it distinctly means the end of the world, and the words 
contain a promise of Christ’s presence with his ministers through- 
out all ages. Had the promise been confined to the Apostles 


~ 
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only, and during the continuance of the Jewish state, he would 
have said rdcag rag ipuéoacg tudv, all your days; and in this 
case no person, not even the Evangelist St. John, would have 
had any commission to preach the Gospel after the destruction 
of Jerusalem, when the churches of the Gentiles were chiefly to 
be established. There are some, however, who maintain that 
the words should be rendered the end of the age. At all events, 
no support can arise from them to the Unitarian hypothesis: for 
if Christ was every where present from his ascension to the final 
salvation of the Jews, he must be omnipresent in all ages. 
-There can be no intermission of an infinite attribute. WuriTsBy, 
Hammonv.—[Campsetu.| The phrase iva: pera tivoc, adesse 
alicui, here implies to render assistance or support. So Gen. 
xxxix. 2, LXX. jv Kipwoc pera “Iwohd. Josh. i. 19. wera cov 
Kéo.og. In Matt. xxvi. 69. the import of the expression, though 
analogous, is somewhat different. Kurnort. The final ’Apav is 
wanting in some MSS. 


ST. MARK’S GOSPEL. 





CHAPTER I. 


Contents :—The ministry of the Baptist, and the baptism of 
Christ, vv. 1—11. [Matt. iii. 1. Luke iii. 1. 21.] The 
temptation in the wilderness, vv. 12, 13. [Matt. iv. 1. Luke 
iv. 1.] The commencement of Christ's ministry, and four 
disciples called, vv. 14—20. [Matt. iv. 18. Luke v. 1.] 4 
demoniac dispossessed at Capernaum, vy. 21—28. [Luke iv. 

_ 31.] Peter's wife's mother and others cured, vv. 29—384. 
[Matt. viii. 14. Luke iv. 38.] Jesus preaches throughout 
Galilee, vv. 35—39. [Luke iv. 42.]; and cleanses a leper, 
vv. 40—45. [Matt. viii. 2. Luke v. 12.] 


Note.—It is well known that nearly every fact related by St. 
Mark is also related either by St. Matthew or St. Luke. With 
the exception, in short, of twenty-four verses, the whole of St. 
Mark’s Gospel is contained in the other two. In addition, there- 
fore, to the parallel references in the synopsis of each chapter, it 
has been thought convenient to subjoin the following table from 
Griesbach, (Comment. Theol. p. 374.) exhibiting the comparative 
contents of each Gospel respectively. The middle column con- 
tains the whole of St. Mark’s Gospel: those to the right and left 
contain the portions of St. Matthew’s and St. Luke’s which cor- 
respond to the stated portions of St. Mark’s. Such remarks, 
therefore, as are omitted under St. Mark for the sake of avoiding 
repetition, the reader will readily find in the parallel places of the 
other Evangelists. 


MATTHEW. MARK. | LUKE. 
i. I—4 22). 1. I —20. 
Oe 9 eee iv. 31—44, 


40—iii. 6. ...  v. 12—vi. 11. 
xii, 15,16... . iii. 7—12. 
13—19...... vi. 12—16. 
22) LIP 20, 21. 
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MATTHEW. MARK. LUKE. 
xii. 24-32... . iil. 22—30. 
46—50.... 31—35. 
xiii, 1—23.... iv. 1—20. 
91—25,..... vill. 1G—18. 
JA—30. . 6 « 26—29. 
SE oer eee s 30—32. 
SAGO! ee 33, 34. 


Oba ee 2295. 
Vi. Veetode sci 26—56. 
53—58. vi. 1—6 
(tee eae ix. 1—6. 
SAV thy Coates dare $A AL Gre auwn tic 7—9. 
3—12 17—29. 
BO, C1 RRs 10. 
18-42% 3 jes a pi=17: 


29 xvi, 12.. * 45—viii. 21. 
vill. 22—26. 
xvi. 18—xviii. 9.. Oe Oss sas 18=bl; 
SIRs. deat eke Rates 
18—xxiil. 1.. 13—xii. 38. . .xvili. 15—xx. 45. 
"sui, S844 UG Oe 4 


xxiv, 1--86.. J. xiii 91-82), 0. . xxi. 5. sq. 
33—36. 
xxvl. 1—xxviil. 8. xiv. 1—xvi. 8. 
53) am 
LO ee? ts Sern nr xxiv. L0O—35 
V4 ar eR 36—43 
xxvil. 18—20.... 15—18. 
TO en OU, Ol. 
20. 


Verse 1. apyn tov evayyeAiov. Some consider apx7 as the 
nominative case to the verb éyévero, v. 4., and include the inter- 
vening verses in a parenthesis; but although the preaching of 
John may justly be looked upon as the commencement of the 
Gospel dispensation, so long a suspension of the sense in the 
very first sentence is extremely awkward, and the construction 
proposed entirely unsuited to the style of the sacred writers. On 
the other hand, éyévero "Iwavyne BarriZwyv, John was baptizing, 
is quite in their idiom. Compare Mark ix.'7. Luke ix. 35. The 
first verse, therefore, ought to be considered as a sentence by 
itself; and we, steut, refers to v. 4, as the completion of the pro- 
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phecies with which the Gospel opens. It was not unusual with 
authors to prefix a short sentence to their works to serve as a title 
to the book, and to signify that the beginning immediately fol- 
lows. See Hos. i. 1. In the same sense Herod. I. 1. ‘Hoodérov 
“AXikapvaconog totoping amddekic de. The commencement of 
Thucydides also, and other writers might also be adduced; and 
thence probably arose the custom frequently adopted by tran- 
scribers, of putting at the head of their transcript incépit, fol- 
lowed by the name of the subject; and at the end explicit, with 
the name repeated, to shew that the work is entire. The usage 
so far still exists that we prefix a short title at the head of our 
books, and subjoin The end at the completion. Campsett, Le 
Crierc.—[Wuitsy, Grotius, Marxtanp.] In the next verse 
the MSS., versions, and Fathers vary between the common read- - 
ing év tole mpophraie and év “Hoata tw moophry. Many com- 
mentators support the latter, which was certainly very early re- 
cognized, and gave rise to the objection of Porphyry, that Mark 
attributes to Isaiah what is found in Malachi. Hence it has also 
been thought that the true reading is simply év rq woophry, the 
name “Hoatg having been added from a gloss. But as the com- 
men reading has an immense majority of copies in its favour, and 
some noted versions; as the quotation is from two different pro- 
phecies, Mal. iii. 1. Isaiah xl. 2, 3., of which the nearest is not 
from Isaiah, but from Malachi; and as the Jews often say, As tt 
is written in the Prophets, yet it is never said in the N. T. 
written in a prophet, but by him; there seems to be no just 
ground for departing from the received text. CAMPBELL, WHITBY, 
Licgutroot.—[Grotius, Micuar.is, Miz. ] 


Ver. 13. pera tov Onpiwv. This circumstance is omitted by 
the other Evangelists. It seems to intimate that he was in the 
most remote, unfrequented, and savage part of the desert, and 
was probably introduced for the sake of the Romans, who might 
not be acquainted with the wildness of the eastern deserts. Some 
have supposed that the description seems rather to point to the 
great desert of Horeb, but that of Judea was also in some parts 
infested with wild beasts. See 1 Sam. xvii. 28. 34, 2 Sam. xxiii. 
20. Jerem. xlix. 19. It has been conjectured, but without any 
reason, that the expression is merely poetical, as in Virg. Ain. 
III. 64. Cwm vitam in silvis inter deserta ferarum Lustra do- 
mosque traho. Licutrroot, A. CLarke.—[Marxianp, Wert- 
sTEIN.] In the preceding verse the verb é&édAv is used in 
the milder sense of to lead out, as infra, v. 43. John x. 4. 
See also Matt. ix. 24., where it is employed somewhat similarly. 
The word in Matt. iv. 1. is avhyOn. Wurirsy, Grorivs. 


Ver. 15. wewAhowra 6 xaiodc. The time here spoken of is 
that which, according to the predictions of the prophets, was to 
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happen between any period assigned by them and the appearance 
of the Messiah. It was, for instance, the completion of the se- 
venty weeks of Daniel; that is, each week being seven years, 
four hundred and ninety years from the order issued to rebuild 
the temple. However much the Jews misunderstood many of 
the other prophecies relating to the reign of this extraordinary 
personage, what concerned both the time and the place of his 
first appearance seems to have been pretty well apprehended by 
the bulk of the nation. From the N. T. as well as other and 
independent histories of that period, it is evident that there was 
then a prevailing expectation among them of this great deliverer ; 
and it is in reference to this expectation that the Evangelist has 
inserted the article before kaodc. It is a point of some conse- 
quence to the cause of Christianity, that both the time and the 
place of our Lord’s birth coincided with the interpretations then 
commonly given of the prophecies by the Jews themselves, his 
contemporaries. CamMpBELL, MippLEeToN. The expressions 7o- 
Tebey ev TH evayyeAly and miorebew TH EvayyeAty are somewhat 
different: the latter merely implies an assent to the truth of the 
Gospel narrative, but the former includes a disposition of heart 
in conformity with its precepts, and a firm reliance on the pro- 
mises held out init. The preposition corresponds with the He- 
brew 2, in Psalm cxix. 66. Grotius. 


Ver. 19. xarapriZovrage ra dixrva. The verb Karaorigev not 
only signifies to mend or refit, but also. to prepare, to make. In- 
terpreters are generally agreed in preferring the former significa- 
tion; and the Jewish fishing-boats, as described in J oseph. B. J. 
Il. 43., though commodious enough for repairing nets, would be 
ill adapted for making them. CAMPBELL, 


Ver. 22, Eovotav txywv. See on Matt. vii. 29. The de- 
moniac in the next verse is mentioned only by Mark and in Luke 
ix. 31. We may compare, however, Matt. viii. 29. xvii. 15. It 
appears that the man had lucid intervals, or he could not have 
been admitted into the synagogue; and from his convulsions 
(v. 26.) it is more than probable that epilepsy was the complaint 
with which he had been afflicted by demoniacal agency. With 
respect to the construction of the passage, the preposition év is 
used in the sense of with, like the Hebrew 3 in Ewod. xv. 19. 
In v. 24. ga is not a verb, as some have supposed, by an interjec- 
tion answering to the Latin ehew. The verb aroAgoar corres- 
ponds to Bacavioa in Matt. viii. 29. and oTapdacey, (v. 26.) 
which signifies properly ¢o tear, is here used of those spasms or 
convulsions which are usually attendant upon epilepsy; and 
which are called in the medical writers. oracpot or orapaymol. 
See Aratzus, de Curat. Epileps. 5. de morb. 5. Galen. ad 
Glauc. I. In the expression of surprise, v. 27., which the mi- 
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racle elicited, the words kar é€ovciay are applied to Christ, as 
acting by his own power, in opposition to that of the Jewish 
exorcists, who invoked the aid of heaven in order to dispossess 
demons. Grotius, WeTsTEIN, RosENMULLER. There seems 
to have been a tradition among the Jews that the Messiah would 
destroy Galilee, and disperse the Galileans. Hence Lightfoot 
supposes, in opposition to the received opinion, that the ejacula- 
tion in v. 24. was spoken by the man, who was a Galilean, and 
not by the demon. CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 38. rac éxomévac kwnordAac. One MS. has éyyte 76- 
Age Kal sic Tae Kwmac; in conformity with the Vulgate, which 
translates Proximos vicos et civitates: but the variation doubtless 
originated in the uncommonness of the word kwyudaoAte, which is 
found nowhere else in the LXX or the N. T. It occurs, how- 
ever, in Strabo, XIII. p. 887. B. 76 "IAtov, 6 viv zort, kwudmodAlc 
tic iv. Some suppose that it is intended to denote towns where - 
there was no synagogue ; and it is certain that something énfer- 
mediate is meant, greater than a village, and less than a city; 
either similar to those which are mentioned in Joseph. B. J. 
III. 2., or wnwalled towns, as in Thucyd. I. 5. wéAcow are- 
xloro.e, Kat KaTd Kwpac oikoupévaic. The participle éyduevoc, 
in the sense of propinquus, occurs in Luke xii. 33. Acts xx. 15. 
xxi. 26. and in Gen. xli. 25. Numb. ii. 17. 2 Sam. xxi. 1. Psalm 
Ixviii. 25. xciv. 15. LXX. It is also frequent in the best writers. 
Herod. IV. 176. roérwv éyduevor Twvdavec eiow. Joseph. VI. 1. 1. 
mode Tac Exomévac amoAvovet éAae. See also Aristot. Pol. VI. 
5.8. Arrian, Exped. II. 8. Diod. Sic. I. p. 32. XVII. p. 142. 
Herod. I. 93. IV. 178. Schol. Thucyd. I. 11. Joseph. Ant. XI. 
8. CampBELL, Lightroot, WeTsTEIN, ELsner, Kypxe. Of 
the verb zuBpuacba, v. 43., see on Matt. ix. 30, 





CHAPTER II. 


Contents :— The cure of the paralytic, vv. 1—12. [Matt. ix. 2. 
Luke v. 17.] The call of Matthew, and the dinner at his 
house, vv. 13—22. [Matt. ix. 9. Luke v. 27.] Christ vin- 
dicates his disciples from an alleged profanation of the Sab- 
bath, vv. 23—28. [Matt. xii. 1. Luke vi. 1.] 


Verse 1. 8¢ ipepa@v. Scil. rwev. Theophylact. dv iysoov 
avr tov SuedOotowy tpeodv rev. So Gen. iv. 3. LXX. See 
also on Matt. xxvi.61. Wurrsy, Grotius. In Luke xi. 7. we 
have éic riv Kolrny, as here cic vixoy for év otky. So also Xen. 
Cyrop. VII. 5. 41. rapiv cic rd adrd Xwpfov. RaPHELius. 
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Ver. 2. ra mode tiv Oipav. That is, rd mod0upov, the vesti- 
bule. In the end of the verse Adyoe with the article is used kar’ 
oyny, of the word of God, i. e. the doctrine of the Gospel. Of 
the miracle recorded in the subsequent verses see the parallel 
place in Matthew and Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 291. 297. 
note. Some suppose that the words tq mvebpare adrov in v. 8. 
are redundant: but it should rather seem that wvedmua is used in 
the second acceptation mentioned under Matt. i. 18. Applied to 
an ordinary man in this sense it would here denote the percep- 
tion of what was passing in his own mind, and would be properly 
rendered tn himself, as it may also be in reference to Christ, pro- 
vided it be understood to include those faculties of his divine 
- nature, by which he ascertained what was passing in the minds of 
others. CampBELL.-—[RosENMULLER, KUINOEL. | 


Ver. 19. py Sbvara vnorebav. In a subject such as. this, 
relating to the ordinary manners or customs which obtained in 
a country, it is usual to speak of a thing which is never done as of 
what cannot be done. The verb dévara therefore is, in fact, re- 
dundant, as in the examples adduced in Matt. ix. 15., and there 
are several cases in which the same periphrasis indicates some- 
thing far short of an impossibility. 1. If their actions be con- 
trary to the rules of decency or propriety, as in Exod. viii. 26. 
Mark vi. 42. Luke xi.'7. 2. If it be illegal or unjust, as in 
Deut. xii. 13. Acts x. 47.1 Cor. x. 21. 2 Cor. xiii. 8. 3. Tfit 
be not agreeable to the divine counsels, as in-Gen. xix. 22. Matt. 
xxvi. 42, John v. 19. 50. 4. If it be inconvenient, as in Gen. 
xliv. 22. Mark i. 45. iii. 20. vi. 19, 20. Luke xiv. 20. 5. If the 
agent is prevented by some fault in the patient, as in Mark iv. 
33. vi. 5. Luke xvi. 2. John vy. 44, 6. If there be any aversion 
to doing it, as Gen. xxxvii. 4. Jerem. vi. 16. Matt. vii. 16. xii. 
34, John vii. 7. vill. 43. xii. 39. xiv. 17. Acts iv. 20. Rom. viii. 8. 
1 John ii. 9. Rev. ii. 2. CAMPBELL, WHITBY. 


Ver. 26, imi’ APiabap rov “Apyuepiwe. E. T. In the days of 
Abiathar, the high priest. Now it appears from 1 Sam. xxi. 1. 
which is the place here referred to, that Abimelech was then 
high-priest at Nob; and from 1 Sam. xxii. 20. xxiii. 6. 1 Chron. 
xvii. 16. that Abiathar was the son of Abimelech. In order to 
reconcile this historical discrepancy, some have supposed, with 
Theophylact, that Abiathar was the priest and Abimelech the 
high-priest ; or that dotepov is understood before doyxuepéwe, as 
in Matt.i. 6. David the king, i. e. afterwards king ; or that 
Abimelech, now advanced in years, employed his son as his 
sagan, or deputy; and he, being then present, and a more con- 
spicuous character than his father in the days of David, and suc- 
ceeding his father very shortly in the high-priesthood, is men- 
tioned by anticipation as already in the office: or that Abiathar 
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and Abimelech, the father and the son, were called by either name 
indiscriminately. Others assign a variety of significations to 
the preposition é?; such as én the presence of, about or a little 
before the time that, at the suggestion of, &c. &c. All this, 
however, has arisen from imagining that the words of St. Mark, 
explained in the obvious way, would mean in the priesthood of 
Abiathar ; a sense which they will not bear. Without the article, 
indeed, which is omitted in some few MSS., such must have been 
the meaning, asin 1 Mace. xiii. 42. LXX. émt Sinwvoe apye- 
ptwe. Luke iii. 2. tm apyipéwv "Avva kat Kataga. Demosth. 
Vol. I. p. 250. ed. Reiske. éwt NixoxAéove doxovroc. In these 
examples the insertion of the article would imply, as in the 
case of Abiathar, that these persons were subsequently dis- 
tinguished by their respective offices from others of the same 
name. The name of Abiathar was certainly not uncommon 
among the Jews; it should seem therefore that the Evangelist has 
merely followed the Rabbinical mode of citation frequently 
adopted by the writers of the N. T. in their quotations from the 
O. T., which in this instance has been completely overlooked. 
They select some principal word out of each section, and apply 
the name to the section itself, saying, 7x El, in Solomon, &c. 
when, they wish to distinguish the sections in which these names 
occur. Thus Rashi, on Hos. ix. 9. has in the concubine; i. e. 
Judg. xix. Aben Ezra on Hos. iv. 8. As is said near Eli. So 
Mark xii. 26. xi rite Barov, in the section which treats of the 
burning bush. Rom. xi. 2. 7} ob« oldate tv “HXia ti Aéyer 7} 
yeaph; Hence the expression émi ’Af3:é8ap may be explained 
an the chapter of Abiathar, i.e. in that part of the book of 
Samuel where the history of Abiathar is related. It is objected 
to this interpretation that the word yéypamra: is omitted; but 
avéyvwre, which is found in the place of Mark cited above, occurs 
here also, though at some little distance from émi ’AP.abap. 
Micuaeuis, MippLeton.—[Grotius, Wuitsy, Hammonp, Le 
CiERc, &c. | 





CHAPTER III. 


Contents :— The withered hand healed, vv. \—6. [Matt. xii. 9. 
Luke vi. 6.] Divers cures, and the call of the twelve Apostles, 
vy. 7—18. [Matt. xii. 15. Luke vi. 12] 4 demoniac cured, 
and the conduct of the Scribes and Pharisees thereupon, vv. 
19—30. [Matt. xii. 22. Luke xi. 14.] Christ's kindred, vy. 
31—85. [Matt. xii. 46. Luke viii. 19.]: 


Verse 4. ayaboroijeat, } kakorojoa; Kt. AX. A mere nega- 
tion is frequently expressed in Scripture by an affirmation of the 
CE-8 
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contrary, as in Matt. xi. 25., not to reveal is to hide. See also 
Luke xiv. 26. and elsewhere. Hence the pertinency of our 
Lord’s argument, as the question about preference was here 
solely between doing and not doing. In the latter part of the 
question there is probably an allusion to the maxim of the Jews, 
that it was lawful to defend themselves on the Sabbath, and even 
to kill an enemy in self-defence. See 1 Mace. ii. 41. Joseph. 
Ant. XIV. 8. From this, however, and many other passages, it 
may be justly deduced as a Christian principle, that not to do the 
good which we have the opportunity and power to do, is, in a 
certain degree, to do the contrary evil; and not to prevent mis- 
chief when we can is to commit it. From the next verse we 
learn that anger is not always sinful, as it is found in him in 
whom was no sin: but it must never be accompanied with a 
desire of revenge, in which case it coincides with the doEtc av- 
TiAuTioewe, as it is defined by the philosophers, and is entirely 
inconsistent with the Christian character. The clause ovAAv- 
movpmevog xk. T. A. is not found in the other Evangelists. For 
mwowou the Codex Beze reads vecowoe ; and the Vulgate trans- 
lation is ceecitate. CAMPBELL, WuiITBy, Le Cierc, A. CLARKE. 


Ver.9. moooxaprepn avty. E. T. should wait on him; i.e. should 
be always in readiness to receive him. The verb is more usually 
applied to persons, as in Acts viii. 18. So Polyb. Leg. 47. zooc- 
kaoTepei ty Titw. It has been thought that the verb érimtarev, 
in the next verse, has the sense of tooomimrewv in v. 11., and 
should be rendered to fall down at his feet; scil. in order to 
‘touch him, as in Mark vi. 56. But the pressing on him, which 
is the proper sense of the word, is more agreeable to the reason 
why he desired a ship; scz/. that they might not throng him. The 
use of the noun paorté is very similar to that in which it is im- 
plied in Hom. Il. M.37. See my note there, and Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 510. Grotius, Wuirsy, Werstrern. —[Ham- 
MOND. | 


Ver. 14, eroinos. He chose, or appointed. So 1 Sam. xii. 6. 
LXX. 6 woujoac Mwojy cart *Aaowv. Herodian. IV. 4. NYE 
pdvac 7) apxovrac Torsty. Philostr. Apoll. V. 28. wotnody pe, 
ton, Baowdéa.. Of the phrase perd rivoe eivar see on Matt. xxvi. 
69. Inv. 17. the relative, which is supplied in Luke xii. 14. is 
omitted ; and the verb to be understood in the following verses 
is érotnoe. The import of the name Peter is explained in Matt. 
xvi. 18. Grotrus, Eisner, Kurnor.. 


Ver. 1%. Boavepyéc.. This word is neither Hebrew nor Syriac ; 
and it has been thought that the Greek transcribers have not 
copied it exactly, but that OY 5, beni roam, i. e. sons of 
thunder, which the ancient Greeks would pronounce Benereem, 
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was probably the appellative used by our Lord. Jerome, on 
Dan.i. is in favour of this supposition ; and various methods are 
given by which the name, which he writes Bevepetu, may have 
been altered into Boavepyéc. Others, however, derive the word 
from WY, roesh, which signifies an earthquake, or any great 
commotion, as in Hagg. ii. 7., and thence, probably, thunder. 
Between these derivations it is difficult to decide: the former is 
nearer the interpretation given by the Evangelist, and, at all 
events, preferable to that from WI, reges, which signifies merely 
an assembly. A. CLARKrE, Grotius, Hammonp, Licurroot, 
Beza. Of the reason for which this name was given to the sons 


of Zebedee, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 312. 


Ver. 21. 2éorn. E. T. He is beside himself. It shocks many 
persons to think that so harsh an expression concerning our 
Lord should have been pronounced by his relations, and various 
methods have been suggested to get rid of the difficulty. Some 
contend that the verb 2&forava here signifies fo faint, scil. from 
exhaustion and want of food; and in support of this interpreta- 
tion they adduce Gen. xlii. 28. xlv. 26, 27. Josh. ii. 11. Isaiah 
vil. 2. xxxili. 3. Jerem. xlix. 23. LXX. But these instances are 
not exactly in point; not to mention that fainting or swooning 
denotes a visible event, or one that had been related to his 
friends rather than by them. Others are for rendering the 
word to wonder, to be amazed, as in Mark ii. 12., but there an 
evident subject of wonder or amazement is first mentioned, and 
then the passion as the natural effect. Admitting, therefore, that 
the word is here employed in its ordinary acceptation, another 
class of interpreters refer the relative avrév not to "Incotvc but to 
dxAov, v. 20., but the same pronoun occurs again in the same 
clause, where it is admitted on all hands to refer to Jesus, and © 
not to the multitude. Others, again, have supposed that the 
phrase of wap’ avrov does not here denote hes friends or rela- 
tions, but merely those who were with him; i.e. some of his 
disciples. But this is altogether impossible ; for it is said not of 
Jesus alone, but of his disciples also, that they were oppressed 
by the crowd; and consequently they could not be said to have 
heard of the distress which they had seen and felt. Unless, 
therefore, \eyov be translated indefinitely was said, of which 
the syntax will scarcely admit, the version of the E. T. is cor- 
rect; and it is easy to suppose that the expression might be eli- 
cited from our Lord’s relations by the fear that his fervency of 
spirit might be injurious to his health; not to mention that they 
were apt at times to encourage a disposition not altogether fa- 
vourable to his claims. See John vii. 5. with the context. Camp- 
BELL, DoppripGe, Hammonp, Kuinoet.—[Wnuirsy, LeCuerc, 
Grotius, ScHorTrGeN.] With 2&éorn there is an ellipsis of é 
goevev or tk young. So Aristen. L.5. eécrnv, duodoye, 


390 MARK III. 31. IV. 2. 10, 11. 15. 


Alciphron. III. 2. uéuyvac, kai dAnfoc 2&éornc. Compare Mark 
y. 42, vi. 51. Luke viii. 56. Acts ii. 7. 12. xii. 16. The omission 
is supplied in Eurip. Orest. 1019. @&éornv posvov. Iph. A. 136. 
yvéuac téorav. Bacch. 840. 805. So Cic. de Div. II. excidere 
mente. Phavorinus: 2&éornxe’ patvera. The phrase kparijoae 
avrov does not necessarily: imply violence, as appears from 


2 Kings iv. 8. UXX. Mark ix. 27. Wersrrin, MuNTHE. 


Ver. 31. % juhrnp aitov. Hence Theophylact accuses her 
kevodoélac, of vain glory; Tertullian of incredulity; and Chry- 
sostom of infirmity and madness. WurTsy. It is not necessary 
to admit the charge in order to shew that the superstitious errors 
of Romanism are wholly at variance with the opinions of the 
early Fathers. 


CHAPTER IV. 


Contents:—The parable of the sower, vv. 1—20. [Matt. xiii. 
1. Luke viii. 4.] The proper end of hearing, vv. 21—25. 
The parable of the progressively growing seed, vv. 26—29. 
The parable of the mustard-seed, vv. 30—34. [Matt. xii. 31. 
Luke xiii. 19.] The tempest stilled, vv. 35—41. [ Matt. viii. 
18. Luke viii. 22.] 


Verse 2. tv rh Sidaxg. In his doctrine ; i. e. while he was 
teaching. The phrase occurs again in Mark xii. 38. and is pe- 
culiar to this Evangelist. Grortus. 


_ Ver. 10. oi wepi abrév. None of the other Evangelists in- 
timate that there were any besides the twelve with him: but it 
seems that there were others, probably some of the seventy dis- 


ciples, who were constant attendants upon his public instructions. 
A, CLARKE. 


Ver. 11. roicg %w. It was customary with the Jews to give 
this title to the Heathens. Thus in Aruch: Books that are 
without ; i. e. Heathen books. Our Saviour, therefore, by ap- 
plying it to the Jews, seems to hint to them that in a short time 
the kingdom of God would be taken from them, and they them- 
selves be of #w, those that are without. Wuirsy, LiguHTroor. 


Ver. 15. wat woe; How then? The conjunction Kai is not 
only copulative but illative, as in Gen. xiii. 16. xxiv. 41. xxviii. 
21. xxxi. 8. xlii. 34, 38. Ewod. vi. 1. vii. 9.11. Levit. iv. 3. 14. 
23, 28, v. 5. vi. 4. Numb. v. 15. 21. Deut. vi. 21. viii. 10. Josh. 
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i. 15. xxiv. 20. 1 Sam. i. 11. vi. 9, Psadm ii. 16. vii. 7. xlviii. 42, 
Joel ii. 18. Mic. vii. 9. Mal. ii. 2. LXX, Mark x. 26. Luke ii. 
15. xii. 29. 1 Cor. v.13. Wuirsy. 


Ver, 21. This and the four following verses occur in different 
connexions in Matt. v. 15. x. 26. xi. 15. xii. 2. xiii. 12. Here 
and in Luke viii. 16. they are subjoined to the explanation of the 
parable of the sower, in a private conference with the disciples, 
and seem to be intended as a direction to them in regard to their 
future ministry. “I give you,” says Christ, “a clear light by 
which you may understand this and all other parables ; not that 
you should keep it to yourselves, and hide it as a candle under a 
bushel, (v. 21.); for though I instruct you privately in the doc- 
trines of the Gospel, I do not intend that you should keep them 
secret, for there is nothing hid which shall not be made manifest, 
(v. 22.) Listen, therefore, to my instructions (v. 23.); and take 
heed how ye listen, that nothing be forgotten, for according to 
the measure of your attention and diligence greater proficiency 
shall be imparted to you (v. 24.); according to the proverb, Hé 
that hath, §¢. (v. 25.).” So Theophylact. Wuirsy, Lz Cuerc, 
Macxnieut. The word xdivn, v. 21., does not signify a bed, 
but @ couch, on which they reclined at meals, and which seems 
to have been frequently used as a hiding-place. Lucian Toxar. 
28. ra pwora eépepov bd KAivy Tivt év ceoreve Kelueva. Liban. 
Epict. 608. rode piv ek tov dpwv Karfyayee, Tove 68 UTS KAtvac 
KoumTouévouc émetaac, Kk. Tt. A. Sueton. Calig. 51. Sub lectum 
condere solebat. Plaut. Cas. III. 5. 31. Sub lectis latentes metu 
mussitant. WrTSTEIN. In v. 24. rt is equivalent to mwe in 
Luke viii. 18. So also 1 Cor. vii. 16. The verb dxodey, in the 
end of the verse, implies to hear with attention, as in Matt. xviii. 
15, 16. and elsewhere. It has a signification nearly similar infra 
v. dd. Wuitsy, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 26. ovrwe éoriv 7 BaoXeta x. tr. A. This parable is re- 
corded only by St. Mark. Some refer it to the seed which fell 
upon good ground in the foregoing parable of the sower, which 
springs and grows and daily increaseth, though the husbandman 
knows not how. So the doctrine of the Gospel received into a 
honest heart ripens and brings forth fruit, though we know not 
how the word and spirit work the increase. In this case, how- 
ever, Christ being the husbandman, the sleeping and waking can 
form no part of the comparison, nor can it be said with propriety 
that he knoweth not how the seed comes to perfection. It 
seems more probable, that the parable should be understood 
in connexion with the preceding verses, and intended to prevent 
the Apostles from being dispirited when they did not see their 
labours attended with immediate success. As the husbandman 
does not by any efficacy of his own cause the seed to grow, but 
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leaves it to the natural and imperceptible nourishment of the soil 
and sun; so Christ, having taught men his religion, no longer 
interposes visibly in the furtherance thereof, but suffers it to 
spread by the secret influence of his spirit, till it shall at length 
attain its full effect. But as the reapers in the harvest collect the 
ripened corn into the granary, so also Christ will then visibly re- 
appear, to take to himself and reward those who have received 
his doctrine and brought forth the fruits of it. Of course the 
ornamental circumstances of the parable are not to be taken into 
the account. S. Cuarxe, Macxnicut.—[Wuitsy. | 


Ver. 27. xaQebdn, vai tyctonrat x. 7. X. The order is clearly 
this: caQeb0n vixra kal zystonta jpéoav. In the next verse the 
adjective avrouarn signifies by its own energy; i. e. without the 
industry of man. Apoll. Rhod. I. 1143. abrouarn pve yata 
repelvne avOca woinc. Hesiod. Op. D. 1. 117. xapmov o Epepe 
Zeldwooc apovpa AvTouarn TwodAdv te kat apfovor. _ Arrian. 
Exped. Alex. VII. 4. 8. of Aewwvec, of vapdov avTomaror Expé- 
povo. Virg. Ain. II. 10. Nudlis hominum cogentibus ipse 
Sponte sua veniunt. With the expression tAjen oiroy we may 
compare Lucian. Diss. Hesiod. p. 663. ovd? auav xAwpdv Ere 
TOV oTaXvY, 7} KEvOY evoeOhceoOa tov kagwév. ‘The whole ex- 
pression is similar to Simplic. in Epict. p. 224. rd yap oréoua 
purov, cataaddduevov emt yiv, Teyyopuevov Voart, piac aginar 
kat Aaocrove, cita kadauny kal kAdoove ToépEel, Kal TA zene méxXoe 
Tic aToddcewe TOU KapTOU Kal Teravoewc. Again, p. 231. Kai 
and mvpov Kkahaun, kal dotaxuc, Kal wadw Tupdc. Compare 
also Cic. de Senect. 15. Werstein, KypKe, A. CLARKE. 


Ver, 29. mapady. Supply éavrév. Shall deliver itself; scil. to 
the gatherer; i. e. shall be ripe. There isa similar ellipsis in 
Eurip. Phoen. 21. See my note; Pent. Gr. p. 305. So in Latin, 
dare for dare se: Terent. Heaut. V. 1. 43. The omission is 
supplied in Virg. Georg. I. 287. Multe adeo gelide melius se 
nocte dederunt. In the same way the Hebrew OW is used in 
Isaiah xxxviii. 13., where the LXX employ rapadiswuy. Luke 
has reAcopopeiv. By a common metonymy, dpéravoy, the sickle, 
is put for the reapers, who'used it. The verb avooré\Xeuy is pro- 
perly used only of persons. Bos, Hammonp. Our Lord has been 
supposed to intimate here, that as soon as a man has reached the 
highest degree of holiness of which his nature is capable, he is 
taken into the kingdom of God. But such is evidently not the 
scope of the parable; and though in many cases it would be 
gain to die and be with Christ, yet to live may be better for the 
church. See Philip. i. 21.24. The time of harvest here, as 
in Matt. xiii. 38. 43. is the day of judgment. A, CLARKE. 


Ver, 35. tv éxeivy 7) jpéoa. Hence it appears at first sight 
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that the following events of the storm and the Gadarene de- 
moniac are immediately connected with the delivery of the pa- 
rable of the sower, whereas, according to Matthew, they took 
place at a different time. But it-should be remembered that the 
Jews used the word days for time generally, so that the expres- 
sion here employed is equivalent to év éxeivy rq Kkaiow, Matt. 
xil. 1., where a similar transition occurs. It is true that in this 
case the plural suger is usually employed, as in 1 Sam. iii. 1. 
LXX. Compare also Nehem. xiii. 1. with ch. xii. 37. But 
there may be an enallagé of the singular for the plural, as in 
John xviii. 20. In Luke viii. 22. the words employed are éy 
juga T@v yueowv. The Evangelist’s meaning is, therefore, that on 
one of those days, after our Lord had taught the people, he de- 
sired his disciples to go with him to the other side of the lake. 
There is another difficulty, however, arising from the words we 
hv év tT TAoty in the following verse, which seem to connect the 
transaction with v. 1. supra: but this may mean nothing more 
than that he had been preaching from a vessel to the multitude 
on the shore, as his custom was on other occasions, and that 
they carried him away just as he sat in the vessel. Or it may be 
that we jv, like we cixe, will denote quam celerrime. Xen. 
Cyrop. IV. 1. 19. Ode oreo cixev 6 Zevopwov 20&v mpde tov 
Xelcopov. So in Latin wt implies swiftness, as in Virg. Eclog. 
VIII. 41. Ut vidi, ut perit, ut me malus abstulit error! In this 
case év 7p wAoly must be put for cig 76 TAotoy; and the inter- 
change of these prepositions is sufficiently common. Compare 
Matt. xiv. 3. Mark i. 16. 1 Cor. xv. 19. Esdr. vii. 10. Ecclus. 
xlii. 12. LXX. Of the verb wagaAapPavev, see on Matt. iv. 5. 
Other solutions also have been given, but they are so extremely 
far fetched as to be altogether unworthy of attention. MackniGurT, 
Grotius, KurinoEL, ScHLEUSNER.—[ELsnEeR, KypKe, Rapue- 
tus, &c. | 





CHAPTER V. 


Contents :— The Gadarene demoniac, vv. 1—20. [Matt. rice 
28. Luke viii. 26.] The daughter of Jairus raised, and the 
issue of blood cured, vv. 21—43. [Matt. ix. 1. Luke viii. 40.] 


Verse 3. obre adbceow ovdzic x. t. X. Instances of great 
strength in maniacs, during their paroxysms, are very usual: in 
this instance, however, it was clearly the effect of demoniacal 
agency. It is also very common with them to tear and maim 
themselves with their hands or sharp stones, or whatever may fall 
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in their way. Pausan. in Laconicis: trérpwoke avTo¢ avrov, kat 
duebver TO cwpa drav, KkémTwv Te Kat Avuavdpevoc. Justin. XIII. 
6. 17. Macedonia exemplo furentium manus et membra sua ipsa 
cesura. The use of sharp stones for cutting is noticed in Arrian, 
Indic. XXIV. 9. ra 88 GAXa rote ALMorow 6Eéaw Zxorrov’ ofdn- 
p0¢ yap avroic ovk jv. WETSTEIN, RaPHELIUs. ; 


Ver. 7. rov Ozov rov vpiorov. The name of the Most High is 
given to God in the O. T. to distinguish him from all others who 
are called gods, as in Gen. xiv. 18. Deut. xxxii. 8. Heb. vii. 1. 
Hence it seems to have been adopted as a general name of the 
Deity by the Canaanites and Phoenicians; for we find the invo- 
cation Ythalonim Vualonuth, i. e. Superos superasque, being the 
masculine and feminine plural of the Hebrew }9y, Halion, cor- 
rupted into Alon, in Plaut. Poenul. V. 1.1. Philo also relates 
that Augustus had sacrifices offered in Jerusalem to the most high 
God. It is not surprising, therefore, that the deemoniac, though 
an Heathen, should make use of the appellation in addressing 
Christ. Of the formula édoKiZw o%, see on Matt. xxvi. 63. Here, 
however, it does not amount to the exaction of an oath, but is 
merely an expression of earnest supplication, equivalent to dé0- 
pat cov in Luke viii. 28. Some have supposed that the request 
here made corresponds with the first petition in Luke, and there- 
fore, that BacaviZev denotes a milder punishment than ei¢ rv 
aBvocov amedOeiv, Luke viii. 31. But it seems more probable 
that this latter is only a repetition of the former entreaty in a 
different form. The word a3vocoe¢ signifies bottomless, and is 
applied by the Greeks to their Tartarus, as in Eurip. Pheen. 
1620. Taprapov aBvoca xdouara. Hence the Jews and early 
Christians, in writing Greek, transferred it to the abode of evil 
spirits; or, as it is called, the bottomless pit, Rev. ix. 1, 2. xi. 7. 
xvil. 8. xx. 1. 3. Compare also 2 Pet. ii. 4. It appears also 
from v. 10. znfra, that the devils begged that Jesus would not 
send them out of the country. To explain this circumstance 
some pretend that particular genii preside over particular regions, 
founding their opinions on Dan. x. 13. 20.; and because the pro- 
phet speaks of angels contending with each other, and Michael’s 
assisting one of the parties, they think the war was waged between 
good and bad genii, respectively appointed to protect and injure 
mankind. Hence they conjecture that the daemons who tormented 
these miserable men were stationed in this country to oppose 
Christ; and here they begged to remain, thinking that they can 
do more mischief than elsewhere. Be this as it may, they bore 
the most unequivocal testimony to the Omnipotence and the di- 
vinity of Christ; and it may be questioned ifthe person speaking, 
or any of the hearers, except Christ himself, fully understood the 
nature or the propriety of the petition which they put up to him. 
Macxnicut, Grorius, Hammonp, Dopprince.—[ WHitBy. | 
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Ver. 9. ri cot dvoua; Spirits are continually represented in 
Scripture as having names, for instance, Gabriel, Michael, 
Beelzebub, &c. Le Clere supposes that these names were either 
of human invention, or assumed by the spirits to accommodate 
themselves to human capacities. That the latter was the case, in 
some instances at least, appears from this passage, as well as 
from Luke i. 19. and elsewhere. Christ did not ask the deemon’s 
name from ignorance, but in order that the surrounding multitude 
might be convinced by the answer of the dreadful affliction to 
which the possessed was exposed, of the stupendous power by 
which the miracle was effected, and of the benevolence which re- 
leased the sufferer from a tyranny so oppressive. The term 
legion, borrowed from the Romans, was constantly employed by 
the Jews to denote a great multitude. In Bereshith Rabba, §. 
20. R. Eliezer Ben Simeon saith, It is easier for a man to 
nourish a legion of olives in Galilee, than to bring up one child 
in the land of Israel. It has been supposed that the legion is 
here put for the chief of the legion, but the tenor of the narrative 
is decisive in favour of the literal meaning of the word. What 
the Romans thought of their legions may be readily conceived 
from the boast of Cesar, de Bell. Hisp. §. 42. An, me deleto, 
non animum advertebatis, decem habere legiones populum Ro- 
manum, que non solum vobis obsistere, sed etiam coeium diruere 
possent ? LigHTFooT, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 18. iva 4 wer avrov. See on Matt. xxvi. 69: The man 
may have been induced to make this request lest he should again 
become subject to the demon’s power as soon as Christ had de- 
parted. But our Lord was willing to shew that his presence was 
not necessary in order to protect those who put their trust in 
him. So Theophylact. It may be also that he wished to have 
a-living record of his miracles among the Gentiles, for the purpose 
of preparing their minds for the reception of the Gospel, when it 
should be preached to them after his resurrection. In the next 
verse the Camb. MS. followed by the Syriac version, inserts re 
before 2Aénce, but the received reading presents a very easy con- 
struction. Grotius, KuINOEL. 


Ver. 23. 75 Ovyarovov. It appears from v. 42. that she was 
about twelve years old, and from Luke that she was his only 
child. Hence the term @uvyéro.ov, and kopaotoy, v. 41. Mai- 
monides in Ashuth, c. 2. A daughter from her birth-day, until 
she is twelve years old complete is called a little maid, but when 
she is full twelve years old, and one day over, she is called a 
young woman. Of the phrase toydrwe exe we have frequent 
examples in the best writers. Lucian. Abdic. 14. ey eax arolc 
odcav tiv yuvaixa. Diod. Sic. XVIII. 48. 6 & ’Avrimareoc 
tox dtwe Hon Siaxeluevoc. XXI. 12. rov Paotréa duaxelwevov éo- 
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xXarwe Sn. Joseph. Ant. IX. 9. xaradaBov & abrov ey toya- 
roc évra, kAalew jofaro. Artemid. Oneirocr. III. 61. rote éo- 
Xaroie Exovar owrnolay meoayopeber. Soin ultimis esse, Petron. 
Arb. 101. Before ¢va there is an ellipsis of déouar; and it often 
happens that some verb or sentence is omitted before this par- 
ticle, as in Mark xiv. 49. E:phes. v. 33. 1 John ii. 19. In peti- 
tions however, more especially, the verb is omitted. See my note 
on Hom. I. B. 413. The imperative éw6ie¢ is used in Matt. ix. 
18. Ligutroot, WETSTEIN, ELsNER, WHITBY. ; 


Ver. 26. moda raQovca x. 7. X.. That the sufferings as well 
as the expences of the woman must have been excessive, we may 
readily conceive from the nostrums which the Jewish physicians 
were accustomed to apply to the disease under which she la- 
boured. In Schabbath, p. 110., we find the following: A. Jo- 
chanan saith: Take of gum of Alexandria the weight of a 
zuzee ; of alum, the weight of a zuzee ; and of crocus hortensis, 
the weight of a zuzee: let these be bruised together, and be 
given in wine to the woman who hath an issue of blood. If this 
does not benefit, take of Persian onions three logs, boil them 
in wine, give it to her to drink, and say, Arise from thy flux. If 
this does not prevail, set her in a place where two ways meet, 
and let her hold a cup of wine in her hand, and let somebody 
come behind her, and affright her, and say, Arise from thy flux. 
If these do no good other doses and remedies are prescribed, and 
among them the following: Let them dig seven ditches, in which 
let them burn some cuttings of such vines as are yet uncircum- 
cised, i. e. under four years growth, and let her take in her hand 
a cup of wine. Lead her away from this ditch, and let her sit 
down over that, and so of the rest ; and at every removal you 
must say unto her, Arise from thy flux. Ligutroot. There is 
a story related in Euseb. Eccl. Hist. VII. 18. that this woman, 
who by the way had spent all that she had, afterwards erected a 
statue commemorative of her cure; and that near it an unknown 
plant miraculously sprung up, which was a sovereign remedy 
against all diseases. Credat Judeus. WuitBy. 


Ver. 30. riv && avrov Stvauy 2e\Oovcav. So Luke vi. 19. 
Hence it appears that the power of performing miracles was not 
adventitious, but inherent in Jesus. The miraculous cures per- 
formed by the Prophets and Apostles are always attributed to a 
superior agency; but those of Christ sometimes to a divine 
virtue residing in him, and sometimes to the Father, as in John 
xiv. 10. Their being therefore equally ascribed to the Father 
and himself proves that they are one in mysterious union. WuItT- 
BY, HoLpEN. 


Ver. 38. adaddZovrac. From aAad}, of which see Pent. 
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Gr. Lex. in voce. In v.41. some Latin copies have Tabitha, as 
in Acts ix. 40.; but the common reading is correct. The word 
nn~>u, Talyitha, occurs in the Chaldee paraphrase on Prov. ix., 
and in Bava Bathra, p. 91,2. wehave the words nro) nv, 
which the Gloss explains a boy and a girl. Somewhat similar 
both in sound and signification is the AXolic word réduc, of 
which see Lex. Pent. Gr. in voce. The verb kxovpu is the im- 
perative of OW, surgere. In the interpretation the Evangelist 
has inserted oot Aéyw, as indicative of the self-derived authority - 
by which our Lord performed this miracle. Licurroot, Gro- 
TIUS. 


Ver. 43. iva undete yv@ tovro. One reason of this might be, 
lest he should receive too frequent applications to raise the dead. 
The miracles of Christ were designed as proofs of his mission, 
and not to alter the course of nature upon every request that 
might be made to him. Hence, after restoring the damsel to 
life, he left her, for the preservation of her existence, to the use of 
ordinary means, and commanded that something should be given 
her to eat. Le Cierc, A. CLARKE. 


CHAPTER VI. 


Contents:—IJU treatment of Christ at Nazareth, vv. 1—6. 
[Matt. xiii. 54.] Ais commission to the twelve, vv. 7—13. 
[ Matt. x. 1. Luke ix. 1.] Various opinions of Christ, vv. 14, 
15. [Matt. xvi. 14.] Death of John the Baptist, vv. 16—29. 
[Matt. xiv. 2.] The twelve return, vv. 30—84. [Matt. xiv. 13. 
Luke ix. 10. John vi. 1.] Five thousand fed miraculously, 
vv. 35—44, [Matt. xiv. 16. Luke ix. 12. John vi. 3.] Christ 
prays in private, vv. 45, 46. [Matt. xiv. 22. John vi. 15.] He 
walks on the sea, and quells a storm, vv. 47—52. [Matt. xiv. 
24, John vi. 16.] Divers cures, vv. 53—56. [Matt. xiv. 34.] 


Verse 5. ov« iebvaro. See on Mark ii. 19. Christ required 
faith in the patient in order to his cure; and, therefore, where 
this was wanting, he could do no mighty work; not that he 
wanted power, but that they wanted the condition upon which 
alone it was fit that he should heal them. Wuuirsy. 


Ver. 13. hAapov édaiy. Of the use of oil in cases of sickness 
and disease, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 510. To this 
there is an allusion in James v. 14. and in the Talmud. See 
_ Berach, p. 3, 1. Schabbath, p. 14,3. It is also mentioned as a 
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medicinal application in Celsus, Galen, and Hippocrates. Itisa 
question however, whether, in the case of the Apostles, it was 
used as symbolical of that o#/ of gladness which they imparted to 
the patient, or as a remedy, which though uncertain in human 
hands, could not be otherwise than effectual in the hands of God. 
The former is, perhaps, the more probable opinion, not only be- 
cause it was not pointed out to them as a remedy by Christ, but 
because it was frequently used as a religious emblem both by 
Jews and Christians. Thus we are told of the wnction of faith, 
and of the spirit, 2 Cor. i. 21. 1 John ii. 20. 27. WiutBy, Licut- 
root, Grotius, RoseNMuLLER.—[Micuar.is, Kurtnoe.] 


Ver. 15. 87 woogie zoriv, ) we K. T. rX. According to Eu- 
thymius some copies had 6 zeopfrne, so that the sense would be 
He is the prophet predicted of old. But the almost general 
consent of the best MSS. in omitting the particle 7 forbids us to 
admit the article or the interpretation founded upon it. The 
meaning is, He is a prophet resembling one of the prophets of 
ancient times. MippLeTon, CAMPBELL, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 19. iveiyev ait. Was greatly enraged at him. 
Hesych. éveiyov" éxdAovv, woyiZovro. Compare Luke xi. 53. 
There is probably an ellipsis of xéXov, which is supplied in 
Herod. I. 118. VIII. 27. Nearly in the same sense is used the 
Hebrew DOW, which the LXX render by éyxoreiv in Gen. xxvii. 
41. Psalm liv. 3. by wvnorcaxetv in Gen. |. 15., and by évéxew 
in Gen. xlix. 23. Hammonp, Grotius, WETSTEIN. In the next 
verse there is some difference of opinion as to the meaning of the 
verb ovverjpe: the E. T. renders it observed, and some commen- 
tators understand it of the attention which Herod, in common 
with others, had occasionally paid to John’s advice. See Joseph. 
Ant. XVIII. 7. But this is rather implied in the ensuing clause. 
The Vulgate has custodiebat ; i. e. from the effects of Herodias’ 
resentment: and this seems to be the true version. Compare 
Matt. ix. 17. Luke ii. 19. v. 38. There seems to be a needless 
repetition of the verb axodew in the next clause; but in the first 
instance it.is merely an explanation of éroie. The sense is, He 
heard him with pleasure, and frequently put what he heard in 
practice: CAMPBELL, Ku1noeL, Le CLterc.—[Wurrsy. | 


Ver. 21. ipéoac evxaioov. E. T. a convenient day. It rather 
means a day of leisure; i.e. a holy day. Inv. 31. infra, the 
verb evxarpsiv signifies to be at leisure. Hammonp.—[Grortius. ] 
The word peyioravec is of Persic origin, and thence adopted 
both by the Greeks. and Latins to designate nobles generally, 
but more especially the immediate friends or ménisters of the 
king. Suidas: peytoravec’ of tov BacrAéwe weol[3Aeror, beE- 
ovaiot. Compare Joseph. Ant. IX. 3.2. XX. 2. 3. Sueton. 

10 
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Calig. 5. Senec. Epist. 21. Tacit. Anal. XV. 27. It occurs in 
2 Chron, xxxvi. 8. Prov. viii. 16. Jerem. xiv. 3. Jonas iii. 7, 
Nah. iii. 10. Dan. iii. 34, v. 1, 2. 3, 9. 23. Zach. xi. 2. Rev. vi. 
15. vii. 23. LXX. By wo@roc we are probably to understand — 
the chief magistrates of the city or province. SCHLEUSNER. ; 


Ver. 23, twe jicove x,t. X. There is a similar promise in 
Esth. v. 3. UXX. So Hom. Il. I. 612. icov tuoi Bactreve, nad 
Tyuov psioco tynic. WersTEIN. The verb afereiv in v. 26, sig- 
nifies to deny, to refuse, in which sense it is used in Joseph. 
Ant. XV. 2. 6. ovdevdeg aderqoew ov aki. Plut. Coriolan. p. 
252. C. undiy abereiv ph avaivesba tov roobtwv Suvapévov. 
Its primary meaning is to displace; and thence to abrogate, 
Gal. iii. 15. to frustrate, Luke vii. 30. 1 Cor. i. 19. to reject, 
Luke x. 16. with some other cognate significations. ScHLeus- 
NER. The word omexovAdrwo, v. 27., signifies a soldier of the 
guard. Itis the Latin speculator, which occurs in Tac. Hist. I. 
24. It is found also in Hebrew characters in the Talmud. 
Hammon, Lieurroot. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 100. 


Ver. 31. wpsic avroi. You yourselves; i. e. by yourselves, or 
alone. So avrdc is sometimes used, as in Theogn. v. 373. ob 
yao Tavrecow avacoac Tyjy avtog Exwv. PALAIRET. 

Ibid. oi toydpevor kai of brayovrec. Coming ; that is, to be 
instructed, or to be healed of their infirmities; and departing, 
when they had received the benefits for which they petitioned. 


Ver. 33. There is, perhaps, no verse in the N. T. which has 
suffered more from transcribers than this. In the first clause of 
éxAou, and in the next airév are omitted by a variety of the best 
MSS., and Griesbach has properly ejected them from the text. 
Christ would scarcely embark in sight of the multitude since his 
intention was to be private, though many might discover it; nor 
would the historian be likely to say that many knew him, after 
he had been occupied so long in teaching them that his person 
could not be otherwise than familiar to them. It may be said, 
indeed, that when avrdv is excluded there seems to be some de- 
fect, as it is not expressly said what they.knew; but this is so 
fully supplied by the following words, which acquaint us that the 
people went thither, as to put it beyond a doubt that what they 
knew was the place to which our Lord intended to sail. Indéed, 
many of those who retain the common reading refer airov not to 
Jesus, but to ré7ov in the preceding verse: but there is sufficient 
reason for supposing that the words in question are intruders. 
Upon the authority also of several MSS. and versions Griesbach 
rejects the last clause of the verse altogether, and emends the 
preceding sentence as follows, cai Tey ard Taswv Twv worAEwY 
cuvécpapor, kai HAQov éxsi. CAMPBELL, GrizsBacn. Of v, 34. 
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see on Matt. ix. 36. The expression Sea 7oAXy, (v. 35.) sig- 
nifying late in the day, is of frequent occurrence both in Greek 
and Latin writers. Dion. Hal. I]. 54. odcduevov axor roddinc 
doac. Ces. B. G. I. 22. Multo die. Cic. Epist. Attic. XIII. 9. 
Multus sermo ad multum diem. WeETSTEIN. 


Ver. 37. Swaxostwv Synvapiwv. This would amount to about 
6£ 5s. sterling. Some suppose that the disciples made an offer 
of laying out their whole stock in hand to supply provisions for 
the multitude; but the question seems rather to indicate an ex- 
pression of admiration: and this opinion is confirmed by the im- 
port of Philip’s answer in John vi. 7. It appears also from the 
Talmud that two hundred denarii was the sum fixed as a fine for 
various offences, as the dowry of a virgin, as the portion to be 
paid by a husband to his divorced wife, &c. &c. whence it be- 
came at length a general phrase for any round sum. LigutTroot, 
Girt, Wuirsy.—[Grotius, DopprincGe.] The _ preposition 
avi must be supplied with dnvapiwy. : 


Ver. 39. ovpréo.a, cuprdéoia. The word cvumdo.ov signifies 
properly compotatio ; and thence generally an entertainment, and, 
by an easy transition, the company assembled at an entertainment. 
Cic. Epist. Fam. 1X. 24, Sapientius nostri quam Grect. Illi 
ouprdata, aut obvdemva, t. €. compotationes, aut conccenationes ; 
nos convivia, quod tum maxime simul vivitur. See also de 
Senect. c. 13. The word is here doubled after the idiom of the 
Hebrew language, which is deficient in phrases of distribution. 
In the same manner we have dvo Svo, infra v. 7. and Toactat 
moaciat in the next verse. So Exod. viii. 10. LXX. ouviyyayov 
avrove Onpwriac Onuwviac. The word wpacid denotes a small 
plot, such as a flower-bed in a garden. Theophylact: reaciat 
Aéyovrar Ta év TOL¢ KhTrolg cuapooa kéupara, év oc purevovrat 
Suapopa woAAaKic Adyava. It is found in this sense in some of 
the later Greek writers; as also in Ecclus. xxiv. 31. but not 
elsewhere in the LXX or in the N..T. Some have supposed 
that the whole multitude sat down in one body, one hundred in 
front, and fifty deep, because 50 x 100 = 5000. But sucha 
disposition would have rendered the distribution of the bread 
extremely inconvenient: and the use of the plural both by Mark 
and Luke plainly indicates several detached companies. These 
companies formed themselves into oblong squares, like beds in a 
garden, the persons in each company sitting face to face. The 
word kAvoral, employed by St. Luke, refers to the manner of re- 
clining at meals. KurnorEL, CampBeLi, WerTstTEIN. Inv. 44: the 
adverb weet is omitted by many of the best MSS. 


Ver. 46, avroic. .Thatis, 7g dxAw, the multitude, Matt. xiv. 
#3. Compare Mark viii. 1. With 2Aabvew in vy. 48. there is an 
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ellipsis of 7}v vadv, as in John vi. 19. The omission is supplied 
in Arist. Equit. 1179. Grortus. 


Ver. 52. éwt roic aero. That is, emt ty Oabpare Toic dio- 
Toe yevouévy. Some understand é? to mean after, as in Jo- 
seph. Ant. V. 1. 26., wouhoere owpoovijcavrec Kal emt veagoic 
petariBéuevor auaorhuact. It should seem rather to signify by 
means of, as in Matt. iv. 4. and elsewhere. The verb cuviévar 
denotes to gain wisdom, to grow wiser: and so in Josh. i. 7. 
1 Sam. xviii. 4. LXX, Matt. xvi. 8. Mark viii. 17. The verb 
aweove0a is here metaphorically applied, as again in Mark viii. 
17. John xii. 40. Rom. xi. 7. 2 Cor. xiii. 14. It signifies pro- 
perly to be hardened ; and thence, to be mentally dull, or stupid. 
ScuLEusNeR.—|Kreps.] Of the verb dpuiZw, v. 53., see my 
note on Hom. Il. &. 75. 





CHAPTER VII. 


Contents :— The conversation of our Lord with the Scribes and 
Pharisees on the sulject of traditions, vv. 1—23. [Matt. xv. 
1.] The cure of the Syro-Phaenician woman's daughter, vv. 
24—30. [Matt. xv. 21.]; and of the man with an impediment 
in his speech, vy. 31—37. 


Verse 2. xowaic yepat. With common, i. e. defiled hands. 
See on Matt. xv. 11. It was quite in the Jewish idiom to 
oppose common and holy; the most usual signification of the 
latter word in the O. T. being separated from common, and de- 
voted to sacred uses. The superficial Pharisee, however, uni- 
formly attending to the letter and neglecting the spirit of reli- 
gion, here used the word in the sense of unclean or unwashen, 
not understanding that their meals were sanctified by the word 
of God and by prayer, (1 Tim. iv. 5.) rather than by ceremonial 
ablutions. This sense of the word covd¢ seems to be recognized 
in the Latin derivative caenum, and in the old verb quino ; whence 
inquino, to pollute. Some suppose that the explanation, rovr’ 
zoTv, avimroie, is added from a gloss; but as Mark wrote for 
Gentile as well as Jewish readers, he added it no doubt for the 
information of the former. CampBpeLtt, Hammonp. The word 
zuéupavro is wanting in several MSS., and Griesbach has re- 
jected it from the text. But the authorities in favour of the 
common reading are abundantly sufficient, and though vwv. 3, 4, 
are parenthetical, the word tera, at the beginning of v. 5., in- 
dicates the commencement of another sentence, and not the con- 
tinuation of v. 2. 
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Ver. 3. tav my muyph vibwvra. Lacept they wash their 
hands oft. For this signification of the word rvypi there is no 
authority whatever; and though in the modern Lexicons erebro 
is admitted as one meaning, it is only because the Latin Vulgate 
so translates the word in this passage. Erasmus would therefore 

read ruxvq, which Beza suspects that the old translator found in 
his copy; but wu«vj, as an adverb, is as little known as ruypq; 
though uxva frequently occurs, as in Luke v. 33.: and even 
wuxva would be ambiguous, as it may imply that they washed often 
before every meal. Theophylact explains the word axor ayKo- 
voc, up to the elbow; and that such was the Jewish manner of 
washing is evident from a variety of passages in their writings. 
Thus in Jadaim, Il. 3. The hands are polluted and made clean 
unto the joining of the arm. The same custom, borrowed in all 
probability from the Jews, is recognized in the Koran, Sur. V. 7. 
O believers, when ye wish to pray, wash your faces, and your 
hands up to the elbows, and your feet up to the ancles. But 
this idea would scarcely have been conveyed by the dative; nor 
does wuyp even signify the elbow, but the fist, or the hand con- 
tracted for grasping. It is more natural, therefore, to consider 
the word as representing the manner of washing ; and hence it is 
rendered by some with the fist, i. e. with one hand closed, and 
passing over the other. But it should rather seem that the 
word is here used, by metonomy, to signify a handful, as we say 
a foot for the length of afoot; and as the sense immediately 
supplies the word water, the sense will be with a small quantity 
of water. 'This is confirmed by the circumstance that the verbs 
rendered wash, both in this and the next verse of the E. T. 
are different in the original ; the former of which, vimrecOat, 
signifies to wash simply, and is distinguished from PamriZecbar, 
which signifies to immerse, to dip, (whence Barriopoc, immersion, 
in the same verse,) by the addition of tvypny. Both these modes 
of washing of hands appear to have been in use; the baptism or 
immersion of the whole body was, for the most part, a religious 
ceremony. CAMPBELL, WetsTeIN.—[Hammonp, Licurroort, 
Le Cierc, WuirTsy. | 


Ver. 4. avs ayopac. Scil. éXOdvrec, or perhaps yevdmevor 
or évrec, the former of which is supplied in Herod. II. 78. éweav 
amo dervov yévwyra, and the latter in Herod. I. 126. amb 
detrvov ijcav. The ellipsis occurs in Theophr. Char. 24. dzé 
Seimvov évrebEeoOar packev. Compare Ecclus. xxxiv. 27. LXX. 
There is no occasion therefore to insert érav EAQwou, which has 
found its way into some MSS. from a marginal gloss. EnsNneR. 
The word Esor@y may either be the genitive plural of Eeorjc, the 
name of a liquid measure, corresponding with the Latin seatarius, 
or of Eora, polished vessels, subaud. worfo.. Perhaps the 
former derivation is preferable. The word Zeorje occurs fre- 
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quently in Galen, and in Arrian, Dissert. Il. 16. Epict. I. 9. 
Joseph. Ant. VIII. 2. 9. Vit. 15. Grortus, Wetsremn.— 
[Licurroor.] The cleansing of brazen drinking vessels, (yaX- 
ktwv,) only is mentioned ; as earthen-ware, if it became polluted, 
was broken. A similar custom is attributed to the Egyptians in 
Herod. IT. 37. & xadkéwv rornpiwy wivovor, Stacugwvreg ava 
macav ijpépav' k.T. A. Couches, xAwat, upon which. they re- 
clined at meals, were supposed to incur impurity if any person 
legally unclean made use of them: Celém, p..66, 1. Rosenmut- 
LER, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 9. xadowe abereizte. Some commentators disjoin the ad- 
verb cade from aereire, and prefix it to ZAeyev: but the struc- 
ture of the sentence will scarcely admit of this; nor is it at all 
suited to the manner of the Evangelists, who tell the world simply 
what Christ said and did, leaving the judgment which ought to 
be formed about both to the discernment of their readers. Others 
take the words interrogatively ; but the expression is evidently 
ironical. See on Matt. xxiii. 32. Camppety.—[Prarce, Ham- 
MOND. | 


Ver. 13. wapdmora rota. Namely, such things as make - 
the word of God of none effect by your traditions. Accordingly 
Dr. Pocock, (Miscel. p. 415.) cites from them an ancient canon, 
that vows take place even in things commanded by the law, as 
well as in things indifferent ; and that any one is so bound by 
them that he cannot without great sin do that which is com- 
manded; i.e. a vow which cannot be legally ratified, must be 
ratified even in violation of the law. Wuttsy. 


Ver. 21. tow0ev yao x. tr. X. The defilements here mentioned 
are, in the first place, sins committed against the second table of 
the Law, as murder and an evil eye against the sixth command- 
ment; fornication, adultery, lasciviousness, against the seventh ; 
theft, deceit, against the eighth; false witness and blasphemy, 
against the ninth; and covetousness against the tenth. See Rom. 
xiii. 9. They include also the evil dispositions which incline us 
to these vices: as, 1. adpootyn. 2. movnola. 3. uTeonpavia, 
4, Siaroyiopot caxot. Of these last appoobvn is variously in- 
terpreted: some render it foolishness; others boasting, from 
2 Cor. xi. 1. 19. xii. 6. 11.; and it is supposed to include not 
only a carelessness about religion but a want of reverence for 
the Divine Majesty. It is evidently the reverse in signification 
of swpoocbvn, which usually denotes temperance, and therefore 
most probably implies @ want of command over the passions. 
By wovnota, which is a general name for vice, is here more par- 
ticularly meant malice, as in Rom. i. 29. Of the terms 6¢@aX- 
poe movnoog and PAacPnpia, af As Matt. vi. 22. ix. 3. respec- 

D 


404 MARK VII. 34, 35. 


tively. In this place the former rather denotes envy than covet- 
ousness ; but the two vices are nearly related, and the expression 
is used of envy in Deut. xv. 9. and in Prov. xxiii. 6. where the 
LXX has ajo Bacxavoc, and the Vulgate homo invidus. The 
word mAcoveE lar denotes covetousness ; or perhaps rather, as the 
plural is used, inordinate desires generally: and so 2 Pet. ii. 14. 
Wuirtsy, Grorius, CAMPBELL; &c. 

Ver. 34, cwpdv poydddrov. E. T. One that was deaf, and 
had an impediment in his speech. Some, however, maintain that 
the adjective woyAdXoe¢ should be rendered dumb, in which sense 
it. occurs in Exod. iy. 11. Isaiah xxxv. 6. LXX, for that the 
man was dumb as well as deaf appears from v. 37. and from Matt. 
ix. 33. Luke xi. 14, But the miracle here related is different 
from that referred to in Matthew and Luke; and the word ada- 
Nove, in v. 37., is rather a general expression than employed in 
reference to this particular case. After the cure also the man is 
represented as speaking plain, (tate dp0ec. v. 35.) which 
clearly characterises the cure of an zmpediment, and not of a com- 
plete deprivation of speech; and that he was only tongue-tied, as 
it is called, is evident from the expression 6 decudc tie yAWoone, 
in the same verse. Artemid. I. 32. rd 62 py dbvacba pbéyyeobat 
} tiv yAdoony dedcuévny Exav. Justin. XIII. 7. Battus, lingue 
nodis solutis, logui primum coepit. Grotius, Le CLerc, WeEt- 
sTrIn.—[Wuirsy, Hammonp.| It has been asked why Christ 
in this, and two other of his miracles, made use of external signs, 
which could have nothing to do with the cure. This was no doubt 
intended to intimate that the power which he was about to exert 
resided in himself. By putting his finger on the man’s ear, he 
intimated, that as he appeared to have his ears closed he would 
exert his power to open them; and his tongue, cleaving, as it 
were, through drought, to the palate, he moistened it with spittle, 
to signify that he would loose it. -WurrBy. 


Ver. 35. 2o¢a0a. This word is explained by some as the 
imperative Hithpahel, and by others as the imp. Néphal of the 
Hebrew verb NS, aperuit. But-it is rather Syro-Chaldaic than 
pure Hebrew. As our Lord pronounced the word Ephphthathach, 
for such is its proper sound, with a solemn and authoritative em=. 
phasis, the Evangelist thought proper to retain it, though the last 
letter could not be properly expressed by any in the Greek al- 
phabet. The verb Aveo8a: would have been more properly ap- 
plied to the Joosing of the tongue, but dvavofyecOar comes nearer 
to the signification of the word of which it is here given as the 
interpretation, and it signifies to open the mouth in Psalm 
Xxxvilil. 14. xxxix. 9. Prov. xxxi. 8. LXX. Luke i. 64. and 
elsewhere. ScHLEUSNER, Grotius, A. CLARKE. 
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CHAPTER VIII. 


— 


Contents :—The feeding of the five thousand, vv. 1—9. [Matt. 
xv. 32.] Hypocrisy of the Pharisees, vv. 10—21. [ Matt. 
xvi. 1.] A blind man restored, vv. 22—26.. Jewish opinions 

~ respecting Christ, vv. 27—30. [Matt. xvi. 13. Luke ix. 18.] 
Our Lord’s prediction of his death-and resurrection, vv. 81— 
38. [Matt. xvi. 21. Luke ix. 22.] © 


Verse 11. cvgnretv airg. E. T. To question with him, i. e. 
to dispute with him: the ancient mode of disputation being by 
question and answer. Hence Aristotle enumerates among the 
sophisms, 7Akiw zoérnuatra. Compare Luke ii. 46. Grorius, 
KuINoELt. 


_ Fer. 12. 1 rvebpari. This is strongly expressive of the vio- 
lence of his emotion, and the sorrow which he felt at their ob- 
duracy and hardness of heart. Compare Acts xvii. 16. In the 
end of the verse si So@4cera is an elliptical form of adjuration, 
very common in the O. T., in which the words Let me not live, 
or the like, are omitted at the beginning. So in Deut. i. 35. 
1 Sam. iii. 14. Psalm lxxxix. 3, 4. xev. 11. exxxii! 2,3. The 
sense is complete in Ezek, xiv. 16. LXX. Zé zye, ei viot # Ovya- > 
tépec owOhcovra. By degrees, however, the conditional particle 
came to be considered merely as a negative, and hence it: is ex- 
pressed in Matt. xii. 39. xvi. 4. Luke xi. 29. by od. Wuirsy, 
CAMPBELL, MAcKNIGHT. 


Ver. 15. ‘Hoddov. Matthew couples the Sadducees with the 
Pharisees, and omits the mention of Herod. But Herod and the 
Herodians, whom Jesus in all probability meant to include with 
their head, seem to have belonged to the sect of the Sadducees, 
and that they were infected with the leaven of hypocrisy, is evi- 
dent from Luke xiii. 31. RosENMULLER. 


Ver. 22. hépovow atta tupddv, x... This miracle is re- 
corded only by St. Mark, and it contains three particulars worthy 
of notice :—1. Jesus led him out of the town, thereby declaring, 
that after so many mighty works had been wrought in Bethsaida 
without leading the people to repentance, it was undeserving of 
beholding any further display of the power of Christ. 2. The 
man upon whom the miracle was performed does not appear, as 
in other similar cases, to have been born blind; this is evident 
from his looking up, for the purpose of ascertaining the recovery 
of his sight, and from his reply to our Lord’s inquiry, that his 
vision was indistinct and imperfect: he saw men, as trees, walk- 
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ing; i.e. he could distinguish men from trees only by their 
walking : from which it is plain that the idea of a tree had been 
previously impressed upon his mind when in possession of his 
sight. A confusion of objects is mentioned by Plato as the first 
signs of returning vision ; which, he observes, Tie aicOhoewe 
onucia mapaddarre. The verb ava3Aérew, it is true, frequently 
signifies in the N. T. to recover sight, and in this sense many of 
the commentators understand it; but in all such cases it denotes 
a complete recovery, as in Matt. xi. 5. xx. 34, Mark x. 51. Luke 
vii. 22. xviii. 41. John ix. 11.15. 18. and elsewhere, which does 
not hold here, as in the very next verse it is used again, the cure 
being not yet complete; and the perfection of the cure is after- 
wards declared in the words doxareordOn, Kat évéfsreWe rnAav- 
yc dravra. In this passage, therefore, it signifies simply to 
look up; and so it is used in Matt. xiv. 19. Mark vi. 41. vii. 34, 
Luke ix. 16. xix. 5. Occasionally it denotes nothing more than 
to behold, as in Mark xii. 41. Luke xxi.1. 3. Lastly, in giving 
sight to this man, Jesus did not, as on other occasions of a like 
nature, perform the cure instantaneously, but by degrees. It 
was probably his intention to make it evident that he was not 
confined to one method of operation, but could dispense his 
mercies in whatever manner he chose. Of the use of external 
signs in this and other of Christ’s miracles, see on Mark vii. 34. 
and Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 238. Grorius, CAMPBELL, 
Macxnieut, HamMMonp. 


Ver. 26. pnd? sic rv kéunv x. 7. 4. Some have thought that 
there is an impropriety in this reading, as it seems to suppose 
that the man could relate the miracle to the people in the village 
though he did not enter it. But the words rut év rj képy are 
merely a periphrasis for any of the villagers; and some of these 
might frequently pass his house, which, though not in Beth- 
saida, seems to have been at no great distance. The Vulgate, 
indeed, renders the passage et si in vicum introieris; but this 
version seems to have arisen from a different reading, for which, 
however, there is no authority. CampBeLL, Wuitsy, Rosen- 
MULLER.—|MI 1. | 


Ver, 31. drodsoxaciva. To be rejected. There is an 
allusion to Psalm exvyiii. 22. In other places of the LXX the 
Hebrew word there employed is rendered by Zovdeveiv, The 
word wappnolq, in the next yerse, signifies plainly, i. e, without 
any figure of speech or parable: and so it is also used by the 
classic writers. Of vy. 34. sqq. see on Matt, x. 33. 38. xvi. 24. 
and of the word woryaAte, in v. 38., on Matt. xii, 39. Grortus. 
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CHAPTER IX. 


Contents :— The transfiguration, yy. 1—13. [Matt. xvii. 1. 
Luke ix. 28.] A deaf and dumb spirit dispossessed, vv. 14— 
29. |Matt. xvii. 14. Luke ix. 37.] Christ again foretells his 
death and resurrection, vv. 30—32. [Matt. xvii. 22. Luke ix. 
43.] Contention among the disciples, and the admonition of 
Christ consequent thereupon, vv. 33—50. [Matt. xviii. 1. 
Luke ix. 47.] 


Verse 8. #amwa. This word is found occasionally in the 
LXX: and so Jamblich. én Protrept. 20. p. 125. wu} iupéBove 
éEamwva xabioracOa. The pure Greek writers, however, always 
write é&aipyne or arivnc. Thom. M. oi purooikol amivnc: TO 
oe 2€amiwa ovx ‘EAAnvixov bdwe. Hom. I. O. 325. 2ADdv7?’ 
sEarivnc. In v. 11. Sre is for ddr, guare. Compare Matt. 
xvii. 10. Some consider this an Hebraism, but 87: is sometimes 
found in the same sense in Greek writers. Hom, Il. A. 64. 6¢ ® 
ery, Ore Técc0v exwoaTo PoiBoc ’ATéAAwY. So also vy. 28. 
infra. Arist. Plut. 19. Kypxe, WetsTern, Pauarret. 


Ver. 12. kai toc yéyoamta x. 7.r. This passage has been 
a source of considerable difficulty to the commentators. Accord- 
ing to the rules of construction, no proper meaning can be ad- 
duced from the words as they now stand. Instead of xat moc 
several good MSS. read cafwe, which Michaelis supposes is the 
gloss of some transcriber, who placed it in the margin as the in- 
terpretation of Mark’s indifferent Greek. Bishop Marsh, how- 
ever, observes that 7c occurs fourteen times in the Gospel, and 
always in its proper sense; and accordingly, he would. receive 
xa0oc as the true reading. But even upon this supposition the 
sense of the passage does not seem to be elicited; nor does the 
explanation of Grotéws appear more satisfactory: And how then, 
of this be true, can Christ suffer according to the Scriptures ? 
Perhaps some light may be thrown upon the question by a re- 
ference to the parallel place in St. Matthew. It thence appears 
that the fate of John the Baptist and of Christ are contrasted: with 
each other; and the substance of this clause and of the following 
verse are transposed. [By a similar transposition in this place, 
and by reading kai otrwe, as in Matthew, instead of kat TOS, the 
two Evangelists would precisely coincide, and the connection and 
drift of the argument would be plain and intelligible. In v. 13. 
the clause xafwe yéypatra: ew’ avrov must be understood of the 
coming not the sufferings of the Baptist, as these latter are no- 
where predicted in the O. Ts Instances of similar transposition 
are not unfrequent. Compare Gen. xiii. 10. Exod. xii. 15. 
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Cant. I, 5. Mark xii. 12. xvi. 3, 4. Acts viii. 7. Rom, i. 13. 
Wuitsy. % 

Ver. 16. ri ovZnreire. From the reply of the man in the fol- 
lowing verses it appears that the Scribes were disputing with the 
disciples respecting the cure of the youth, which they had unsuc- 
cessfully attempted. See on the parallel place in Matthew. 
MackNIGHT. 


Ver. 18. pico airév. E.T. teareth him. But the verb 
phooew has two significations ; 1. To break or rend, as in Matt. 
vii. 6. ix. 17. Mark ii. 22, Luke v. 387.: and 2. To throw down, 
as in Luke vi. 49. Compare Matt. vii. 25. 27. Wisd. iv. 19. 
LXX. pit adrove wonvetc. Artemid. Oneir. I. 62. pita Tov 
avrizadov. Horapoll. 11. 57. phooe éavrov emt thv ynv. So in 
this passage it is rightly interpreted by Euthymius, carafa\Xra 
sic yiv. Hesych. pa&ac’ dueActv, xaraBadeiv. The Hebrew D1, 
rendered in other places pnyviva, is expressed by caraPadXew 
in Job xii. 14. Ezek. xxvi. 4.12. LXX. At v. 20. Beza ex- 
plains éordoatev by pn&ev, but see on Mark i. 22. The verb 
EnoaivecOa: signifies not only to be dried up, and thence to pine 
away, as in Zech. xi. 17. LXX, but also to swoon or faint. Se 
. Lsaiah xxxvii. 27. Zech. x. 2. Wuitsy, WETSTEIN, GROTIUS. 


Ver, 22. aXX ei ri dévacat. Some imagine that this expres- 
sion does not imply doubt, but denotes simply cara dévauey, in 
which sense it occurs in Hom. I]. A. 393. Thucyd. VI. 25. 
Herod. VIII. 57. Soph. Aj. 329. and elsewhere in classical 
Greek. But the whole tenor of the narrative is at variance with 
such an interpretation, and it is very probable that the failure of 
the disciples in working the cure, and the encreasing violence 
of his paroxysms as the deemoniac approached Christ, contri- 
buted to produce that weakness of faith which dictated the words 
in question. The particle adda is frequently, as here, redun- 
dant in petitions. So Arist. Pac. 266. Acharn. 578. 582. Vesp. 
459. Lysist. 747. Plut. 1203. And so tamen in Latin. Terent. 
And. V. 3. 23. Tamen, Simo, audi. In the following verse the 
insertion of the article 76 has greatly perplexed the commentators; 
some maintain that it is redundant, and others that it is an inter- 
polation: but though it is wanting in some MSS., and is not 
translated in the Vulgate and other versions, the variations and 
omissions seem to have arisen from the grammatical obscurity of 
the passage. Others, again, suppose that 7? should be substi- 
tuted either with or without an interrogation; and Markland yet 
farther, that dévaca should be repeated, thus: rf, & dtvacat ; 
Sbvaca misrsvoar; x. 7. A. It has been conjectured also that 
the sentence is elliptical, and may be thus supplied: ré, et ddva- 
oa, mlorevaat BonPice cof. But whatever ingenuity there may 
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be in these several opinions, they are for the most part equally 
unauthorized and unsatisfactory. Our Lord evidently alludes to 
the wavering faith exhibited in the words & re dévaca, with 
which the father had qualified his entreaty. In reference to this 
the article rd is put absolutely, with the preposition cara under- 
stood; and thus runs the sense of the passage: As to this matter, 
i.e. my ability to perform the cure, #f you are able to believe, all 
things are in my power, for the good of him that believeth. Of 
the dativus commodi see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 387. Kurnort, Ro- 
SENMULLER.—|[WETSTEIN, PALAIRET, Grotius, KNATCHBULL, 


&c. ] 


Ver. 24, amwtia. E. T. unbelief. It is evident, however, 
from the preceding clause, that a total want of faith is not in- 
tended, but merely a deficient or wavering faith. In the next 
verse, and no less than eight times out of nine in this Gospel, 
the verb éeriunce is rendered in the Vulgate comminatus est ; 
but in all the other Gospels it is rendered in conformity with the 
E. T., which has rebuked. That the verb will not admit this 
sense, viz. to threaten, is evident from its being sometimes 
adopted to the wind, the sea, &c. to which, as including the idea 
of punishment, it cannot be so applied even in a prosopopaza. 
Sometimes too, as in this very place, the very words of the ézuri- 
finotg are given, and never do they contain any thing of the 
nature of a menace. The verb.is even used to express St. Peter’s 
rebuke of his Master in Matt. xvi. 22.; and Euthymius, on 
Matt. xii. 16., explains it by tapayyéAAev. In short, the only 
terms for threat in the Gospels is ame and its derivatives. 
CampBett. In v. 25. also the pronoun éy# is emphatic, as 
marking the superior and self-exerted power of Christ above that 
of his disciples, who had failed in their attempt to eject the 
demons. The paroxysm which succeeded the command of Christ 
is recorded as a proof that the cure had not been previously 
effected; and our Lord added the prohibition that he should 
enter no more into him, lest an impression should remain that 
the fit had naturally subsided, and would return again at the end 
of the month. WetsTxEIn, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 35. diric OéXec x. tT. X.. See on Matt. xx. 26. and of wv. 
37. 41. on Matt. x. 40. 42. Between these last verses the ob- 
servation of John seems to have been inserted out of its proper 
connection. It has been supposed that the man who is repre- 
setited by him as ejecting devils in the name of Christ was one of 
the seventy disciples, who had given up his commission after their 
return, and retired from the company of the other disciples, though - 
he still held fast his faith in Christ. Others suppose that he 
was only partially converted, but that an efficacy was allowed to 
his adjurations, which was withdrawn after the descent of the 
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Holy Ghost. It seems more likely that he was one of the Bap- 
tist’s disciples, who had been led by his master to believe in 
Jesus: and it would be no small proof of the truth of Chris- 
tianity, both to himself and to others, that the name of Christ 
was thus powerful even among those who did not follow him, 
and therefore could do nothing in compact with him. For that 
the miracle was actually performed is evident from the whole 
tenor of the narrative. If he stedfastly believed, however, that 
Jesus was the Christ, it is difficult to give a reason for his keeping 
aloof from his disciples. At all events it cannot be supposed that 
a man who knew nothing of Christ, or one so abandoned as the 
Jewish exorcists, could have been allowed to work a miracle in 
his name. The proverb in v. 40. is the reverse of that in Matt. 
xii. 30., but that it is equally true, see the note there. He 
that does not oppose our endeavours to subvert the kingdom of 
Satan, but rather pursues the same end with us, cannot be 
against us, but is rather for us; and he that so sensibly feels the 
power of my name cannot speak evil of me. Wuuirsy, A. 
CLARKE,—[Grortius, DoppR1ncE. | 


Ver. 41. 8rt Xouorov zor. Scél. walnrat. From the note on 
Matt. i. 18. it should seem that Xpvorov in this place, without 
the article, is a propername. The more general use of the word in 
the N. T., and especially in the Gospels, is unquestionably as an 
appellative descriptive of office or dignity, and some have thought 
that it is never employed otherwise, except when the Evangelists 
themselves adopt the practice of their time. Michaelis, indeed, 
asserts that in the time of the Apostles the word was never used 
except as an epithet expressive of the ministry of Jesus. But, 
on this supposition, how are we to explain among other instances, 
Rom. v. 6. 1 Cor. i. 12. 23. 2 Cor, iii. 8. Gal. ii. 17. Col. iii. 
24, 1 Pet. i. 11., in all of which the article is omitted, and to 
say the anointed is more than any of the passages will bear ? 
Upon the whole it can scarcely be doubted, that even during our 
Saviour’s life Xovord¢ had become a proper name, though its ap- 
pellative use was more frequent. Compare especially Matt. xxvii. 
17. 22. with Matt. x. 2. An expression similar to that of this 
passage occurs in 1 Cor. iii. 23. tusic 62 Xororov, Xpratd¢e & 
Qzcov: where Xovordc is clearly a proper name. MippLEToN.— 
[CampBeLL, MicHaeg is. | 


Ver. 44, éaov 6 oxwdré x. r. X. This expression is taken 
from Isaiah |xvi. 24. where the prophet is describing the mi- 
serable end of hardened and impenitent sinners. From Isaiah 
the allusion has been borrowed in Ecclus. vii. 17. Judith xvi. 17. 
As our Lord is here speaking of Gehenna, which was looked 
upon by the Jews as an emblem of the place of torment, it may 
be that the metaphor here employed is connected throughout with 
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this idea. In detestation of the odious sacrifices which the idol- 
atrous Jews had there offered to Moloch, Josiah had caused the 
Valley of Hinnom to be desecrated by dead carcases ; and the al- 
lusion has been supposed to refer to the fire which consumed 
the victims, and to the worms which preyed upon the carcases. 
But the reign of Josiah was prior to the age of Isaiah, and it is 
therefore more probable that the prophet alludes to the two dif- 
ferent modes in use among the Jews of disposing of their dead ; 
by one of which the body is consumed by worms in the grave, 
and by the other burnt with fire. From these sensible images 
our Lord describes Hell, as from those of resting in Abraham’s 
bosom, &c. he described Heaven. There has been much con- 
tention also among the learned respecting the nature of this fire 
and worm, whether they be real and material, or whether they 
denote the worm of conscience and the fire of sharp burning 
pain. The Fathers are greatly divided on this point, and the 
same Father often differs from himself, particularly St. Jerome 
and St. Austin. It has even been affirmed, that though the worm 
is metaphorical the fire is unquestionably material. ‘This confu- 
sion, however, of trope and letter can scarcely be admitted; and 
as the constant phraseology of Scripture plainly declares that the 
bodies of the wicked shall be tormented in everlasting fire, as in 
Matt. iii, 10. 12. x. 28. xxv. 45. John xv. 6. 2 Thess. i. 8. 2 Pet. 
iil. 10. Jude 7., the probability is in favour of the literal sense. 
In this sense the Jews would certainly have understood our Lord, 
for the Targum, on Gen. xv. 17. represents Gehenna as a fur- 
nace sparkling and flaming with fire, into which the wicked fall : 
and on Ecclus. viii. 10. ix. 15. x. 11. it speaks of the fire of 
Hell, and of the wicked who shall go to be burned in Hell. At 
all events the punishment will be eternal. On this our Lord, 
both here and every where, is remarkably explicit; nor could he 
be otherwise understood by the Jews, who had always held that 
the punishment of the wicked in Hell would be eternal. Accord- 
ing to Joseph. B. J. Il, 12. Ant. XVIII. 2. the Pharisees main- 
tained that the wicked would be tormented aidta rywwoia, and 
that an eternal prison, (cipypmoe¢ atd.oc,) was prepared for them. 
Philo also (de prem et pen. p.'713, 6.) observes that their fate is 
Zav amobavévrac ast, to live for ever dying ; and Siwvitev év 
adynddot, kal aviac, Kal ouppopaic advacraraic. MACKNIGHT, 
Le Curerc, Doppripce.—[ Wuirsy, Lowrn, Grorius.] 


Ver. 49, mac yap mvpi x. 7. . This is confessedly one of the 
most difficult passages in the N. T.; and it is scarcely possible 
to satisfy oneself, much less to direct others, in selecting that in- 
terpretation which is liable to the least objection. The Codex 
Beze@ is without the first clause of the verse, and some other 
MSS. omit the second; but the authorities in favour of entire 
genuineness are indisputable, acpi supposes that the con- 
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clusion of the chapter has been inserted from some other place in 
the Gospel, to which it properly belongs ; but for this supposition 
again there is no authority, nor has any more appropriate context 
been pointed out. Besides, various interpretations have been 
given by the commentators, which, however uncertain, are not 
improbable ; and the main difficulty lies in determining to which 
of the two preceding verses our Lord’s declaration refers. If it 
refers to v. 47. zac must be understood generally of every Chris- 
tian, i. e. every one who plucks out the offending eye, and mor- 
tifies the evil inclinations of his heart; and those who advocate 
this side of the question have proposed one or other of the fol- 
lowing explanations: 1. Every Christian is salted or purified 
with fire, i. e. by the fiery trials and sorrows of life; an the same 
manner as every sacrifice is salted with salt. See Levit. ii. 13. 
The particle cat in the sense of &¢ is not unfrequent, as in Mark 
x. 12. John xiv. 20. and elsewhere. Salé was used in sacrifices 
on account of its seasoning and preserving qualities, as an emblem 
of that purity and persevering fidelity which are necessary in the 
worshippers of God. 2. Every Christian shall be salted with 
Jire, i. e. shall be purified by the Holy Ghost, as every sacrifice, 
&c. Compare Matt. iii. 11. Acts ii. 3. 3. Every Christian 
shall be salted for the fire, scil. of God’s altar, i. e. shall be pre- 
pared by the Apostles’ doctrine to be offered a holy and lwely 
sacrifice unto God. So 2 Pet. iii. 7. wupt tnoobmevor, reserved 
for the fire. On the other hand there are those who understand 
mac of every wicked man, i. e. of those whose worm dieth not, 
&c. This connection seems to be pointed out by the particle 
yao: and here also there are various interpretations, of which it 
will be sufficient to notice one or two of the most remarkable. 
1. Every wicked man shall be consumed by fire, as every sa- 
crifice is salted with salt, In defence of this rendering it is 
urged that the Hebrew 791, which signifies properly to salt, 
denotes also fo consume, as in Isaiah li. 6.; and that in this 
ambiguity of signification the emphasis of the comparison lies. 
2. Every sinner shall be salted with fire, but every sacrifice, 
(i. e. every true Christian, Rom. xii. 1.) shall be seasoned with 
the salt of grace to the incorruption of glory. 3. Every sinner 
shall be salted with fire, so as to become émperishable, as every 
sacrifice, &c. This, after all, is perhaps the best explanation, 
which depends upon the property of salt to preserve things from 
corruption. Hence our Lord may be supposed to mean, that as 
salt preserves the flesh with which it is connected from corrup- 
tion, so this everlasting fire will make those cast into it as incon- 
sumable as itself. There seems to be a transition from the men- 
tion of wnquenchable fire to the fire on the altar, which was never 
extinguished ; then to the sacrifices on the altar; from these to 
the salt, and thence to the peace and friendship (v. 50.) of which, 
as well as of purity, of incorruption, and of wisdom it-is some- 
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times the emblem. Hence, to have eaten a man’s salt is consi- 
dered in the East to this day a bond of indissoluble attachment. 
See Harmer’s Obss. Vol. IV. p. 458. Of the precept in the next 
verse see on Matt. v. 13. It has been proposed for rac ruot 
to read rasa wvola, every wheaten sacrifice ; but there is no such 
word as wvpiain Greek, and if there was nothing is gained by the 
_alteration. Wuirsy, A. Cuarke, Grorius, Le Cierc, Ligut- 
FOoT.—[ GILPIN, RosENMULLER, Macknieut, &c. | 


CHAPTER X. 


Contents :— The question of divorce, vv. 1—12. [Matt. xix. 3.] 
Christ blesses litile children, vv. 13—16. [Matt. xix. 13. Luke 
xviii. 15.] \ The young ruler, and the dangers of wealth, wv. 
17—31. [Matt. xix. 16. Luke xviii. 18.] Christ again pre- 
dicts his death and passion, vv. 832—34. [Matt. xx. 17. Luke 
xvill. 31.] Ambition of the sons of Zebedee, vv. 35—45. 
[Matt. xx. 20.] Blind Bartimeus, vv. 46—52. [Matt. xx. 29. 
Luke xviii. 35.] 


Verse 6. xricewc. This word is found in all the MSS. except 
the Alexandrian, and almost all the versions. It cannot there- 
fore be suspected from not appearing in Matt. xix. 4. as aw’ 
aoxi¢ conveys the same sense, and Matthew is more likely to 
have omitted, than Mark to have added, a word in our Lord’s 
discourse. WHITBY. 


Ver. 12. wat gav yuri x. 7. X. The practice of divorcing the 
husband, unwarranted by the law, had been, according to Joseph. 
Ant. XV. 7. 10., introduced by Salome, sister of Herod the 
Great, who sent a bill of divorce to her husband, Costobarus: 
which bad example was afterwards followed by Herodias and 
others. In this they were probably instructed by the Roman 
women, who, in this age, carried the practice to a most scandalous 
extent. See Juv. Sat. VI. 222. and compare 1 Sam. xxv. 44. 
1 Cor. vii. 13. By law, it was the husband’s prerogative to di- 
vorce the wife; and the bill, which she received, was an evidence 
that she had not deserted her husband, but that he had parted 
from her, and left her free. Christ, however, puts both parties 
on the same level, and makes adultery in one as great an offence 
as in the other. It is clear also from this text that polygamy is 
unlawful, for adultery does not consist in the repudiation of the 
first wife, however unjust and cruel such repudiation may be, - 
but in entering into a second marriage during the legal existence 
of the first. CamPpseLt, Doppripce, WuitBy, Patey. 
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Ver. 19. wu) atoorephonc. The tenth commandment, as ren- 
dered by the LXX, and cited by St. Paul in Rom. vil. 7., 18° ay) 
émiOuuhoac; and as cited in Matt. xix. 19., thou shalt love thy 
neighbour as thyself. With Matthew also agree Joseph. Macc. 
3. and R. Tranchuma, p. 167, 2.; and it seems to have been a 
scruple with the Jews to quote the Decalogue either im the exact 
words or the exact order. Joseph. Ant. III. 5.4. Aéywv, ove 
Mwioine tv raic dbo TAGEW yeyoappévove KaréduTev’ OVC Ov Oe- 
purdy zor hiv Aéyerv paveowe mode AéEv, Tac O& Ouvapete av- 
zav SnAdoousv. Compare fom. xiii. 9. Under aroorepety St. 
Mark includes all those secret acts of fraud or injustice which are 
not included in the foregoing prohibitions, and with which the 
law cannot interfere. The verb itself is used with considerable 
latitude in the Scriptures, as implying any act of injustice gene- 
rally. Hence it is nearly synonymous with aécetv in 1 Cor. vi. 
8. and properly employed by the LXX. to render the Hebrew 
» pwy, in Lev. vi. 2. It imports also the detention of any thing 
when it is due, the injustice of which is expressed in the forensic 
maxim, Minus solvit qui tempore minus solvit. From the dif- 
ferent forms in which the commandment is given by the Evan- 
gelists and St. Paul it is fair to conclude that it contains the 
importance of them all; obliging us to rest satisfied with our own 
condition, and to think others as worthy of enjoying what belongs 
to them as we are of enjoying what belongs to us. WeETsTEIN, 
Hammonp, Wuirsy, Grortius. 


Ver. 21. jyyarnoev avtév. There is considerable diversity of 
opinion respecting the meaning of the verb aya7av in this place. 
Some suppose that it is employed to indicate some outward ges- 
ture by which Christ manifested his approbation both of the 
question and the reply of the young man. The Rabbins fre- 
quently employed some token of this sort, as a kiss, an inclina- 
tion of the head, or the like, to signify their admiration of a 
disciple’s conduct. But in these cases the Talmudic verb specifies 
the particular action. Thusin Horaioth, p. 48,3. R. Abba Bar 
Catina heard R. Levi disputing profoundly, and when he had 
made an end R. Abba rose up, and kissed his head. \n Psalm 
Ixxviil. 36. the expression ayamav év orémare signifies to flatter, 
whence it has been thought that the verb here has a similar 
sense, and that Christ praised the youth ironically, knowing — 
him to be a covetous and worldly-minded man. This interpreta- 
tion, however, proceeds upon the supposition that the young 
ruler was insincere, which is highly improbable: not to mention 
that irony would scarcely have been used by our Lord in a ques- 
tion of such serious importance. Besides, in the passage cited, 
the meaning of the verb is settled by the addition of év ordmart, 
which alone could authorize its usage in so uncommon an ac- 
ceptation. There are yet other senses more or less unsatisfac- 
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tory, which have been affixed to the verb in this instance; and 
after all, the E. 'T. seems to.be not only the least objectionable, 
but the most natural and appropriate. He loved him, i. e. he 
was well pleased with him, scé/. because of his youth, his earnest- 
ness, and his sincerity. He was unwilling, it is true, to give the 
test which our Lord subsequently required of him; but hitherto 
his life had been passed in strict obedience to the law, and so far 
he was praiseworthy, though he afterwards manifested too strong 
an attachment to the world. The citations from Psalm cxvi. 1. 
Isaiah \x. 10. LUX X, which are adduced in support of the inter- 
pretation first stated, are more applicable to this last; and to 
these we may add, with all reverence, the heavenly voice in Matt. 
iii. 17. obrd¢ zorw 6 vide pou 6 ayamnroe, év @ evddéKnoa. WuIT- 
By, A. Ciarke, Macxnicut. —[Licutroot, Exsner, &c.] 
The import of the verb orvyvaZeuv, in the next verse, as applied 
to a sorrowful and dejected countenance, will be abundantly illus- 
~ trated by the following examples. Eustath. Ismen. IV. p. 98. 
ouvéxer THY OPody, oTvyvalea 76 TOdcwrov. Eurip. Hipp. 290. 
otuyynv opodyv Abcaca. Alcest. 782. orvyv@ TeocWTYy Kal cuv- 
wpovwpivy. Diog. Laert. VII. 1. 18. orvyvév Kat 76 rodow- 
wov ovveotaspévov. See also my note on Soph. Ant. 528. Pent. 
Gr. p. 246. WerstTEIn, Kypxe. 


Ver. 26. xai tic Sévata cwOiva; Matt. xix. 25. ric dpa; 
But «at ric, which is by some taken for a Hebraism, occurs in the 
same sense in the best writers. Herod. III. 140. kat ric éore 
‘“EAAjvwr eveoyérne 3 Arist. Pac. 123. cat ric tépo¢ coi Tig 6d00 
yevhoerar; So v. 834. Acharn. 86, Atlian. I]. 31. VIII. 16. 
Arrian, Alex. V. 2. 4. Epict. IV. 4. e¢ alibi. Werstrin, Exs- 
NER, Bos.—[Grorivs.] 


Ver. 30. oixiac, kai adeAgovde, x. tr. A. Two difficulties have 
been pointed out in this passage: the first in the promise itself, 
the second in-the limitation, pera Siwypev. With respect to the 
first, the declaration that the sincere Christian shall receive a 
hundredfold houses, and brothers, &c. seems to imply that the 
compensation shall be in kind. Hence the impious sneer of 
Julian, who asked whether the Christian was to get a hundred 
wives. But, not to mention that the word yuvatcdg¢ does not ap- 
pear in this to correspond with yvvaixa in the preceding verse, it 
is clear that the promise is not to be taken kéerally: it plainly 
implies, that those who forsake all for the sake of Christ shall 
find among genuine Christians spérétual relatives, who shall be 
as dear to them as fathers, mothers, &c. ; and in this sense, es- 
pecially in the Apostolic age, the promise of receiving a hundred 
fold may have been even literally fulfilled. For the disciples, as 
they travelled from place to place, were admitted by the brethren 
to the shelter of their houses and the product of their lands, and 
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welcomed with every token of friendship and filial affection. As 
to the qualifying words, perd cuwypwv, a promise regarding 
things merely temporal, accompanied with persecutions, has been 
considered as illusory, and compared to the feast which was given 

- by Dionysius to Damocles, at the same time that a sword was 
suspended by a hair over his head. Hence, some have suggested 
that pera should be rendered after; but as this sense is ex- 
tremely rare with a genitive, others would read dwypov, with 
Theophylact. But the idea of temporal blessings, during the 
time of persecution, is by no means inconsistent with the state of 
the church militant, wherein the godly are always, in some shape 
or other, exposed to persecution: hence there is no authority for 
rejecting the passage altogether, as some have wished; or to alter 
it, as others. See the parallel place in Matt. xix. 29. and com- 
pare 2 Cor. vii. 4. James i. 2. Le Cuerc, Dopprines, A. 
Cxiarke.—[WETSTEIN, CAMPBELL, PEARCE, KuINoEL, Rosen- 
MULLER. | 


Ver. 32. 2auBovvro, «x. tr. A. This wonder and fear is 
ascribed by some to the prediction which Christ now delivers of 
his death and passion; the words cat rapadaf3ev being rendered 
Jor he took. Examples of cat in this sense are found in Luke i. 
22. John xii. 35. and elsewhere. But it should seem that his 
going to Jerusalem was the cause of their terror, where the San- 
hedrim had already endeavoured to apprehend him, John xi. 53. 
57. Wuirsy, Grotius.—[A. CuarKE.] 


Ver. 42. oi Soxotvreg apxev. The participle is here redun- 
dant. Matt. xx. 25. of apxovrec. Luke xxii. 25. of BaotAcic. 
Compare also 1 Cor. vii. 40. xl. 16. xii. 23. xiv. 37. Phil. iii. 4. 
Epict. Ench. XXX. 11. rov év brep0y4 SoxobyvTwv. Polyb. I. 5. 
Tove Ooxovytac aduciv. ADlian. V. H. X. 15. Soxovvrec duagé- 
gev. See also on Matt. iii. 9. Doppriper, Wuirsy, Pa- 
LAIRET. 


Ver. 46. viog Tyaiov Bapriuaoc. Some suppose that the 
Evangelist is here guilty of tautology; but probably an interpre- 
tation of the name Bartimeus is intended, the words rovr’ zort 
being understood, as in Abba, Father, which occurs oftener than 
once. Ligutroot, CAMPBELL. With wooocaroy there is an 
ellipsis of Biov, as in Job xx. 14. LXX. So Arist. Acharn. 429. 
xwAb¢ Teecarov. The omission is supplied in Eurip. Helen. 
512, 792. Kypxe. 


Ver, 50. awoBadov 70 iuariov. Seil. that he might run the 
faster. Hom. Il. B. 183. BH 82 Oév, ad 8 yAatvay Bare. 
Eustath. in loc. iva tv rq Oéew paov roéyou. Werstetn. Of the 
title Rabboni, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 482. 
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CHAPTER XI. 


Conrents:—Christ’s entry into- Jerusalem, vv. 1—11. [Matt. 
xxi. 1. Luke xix. 29. John xii. 12.] The barren fig-tree 
cursed, vv. 12—14, [Matt. xxi. 18.] The Temple purged, 
vv. 15—18. [Matt. xxi. 12. Luke xix. 45.] The fig-tree 
withered, vv. 19—26. [Matt. xxi. 29.] Christ refuses to tell 
the Chief Priest by what authority he acted, vv. 27-33. 
[Matt. xxi. 23. Luke xx. 1.] 


Verse 4. ixt tov aupddov. In bivio; or perhaps merely near 
the street. The word does not occur again in the N. T., but so 
it is used in Prov. i. 20. Jerem. xi. 13. Amos v. 16. LXX. 
Hesych. dupoda’ ai pbua, ayuiat, dWdor. Suid. dupodov* dio- 
Sov, piunv. The noun ororae, in v. 8., or as itis more generally 
written, oriPBdc, signifies more properly a bed of leaves. See my 
note on Hom. Il. Q. 670. Hesych. oriBace* awd péBdwy 7 yAw- 
pov X6eTwv otp@aic Kal dbAAwY. Hence the verb ori adoKorkely 
in Polyb. II. 17. Here, however, it denotes simply /eaves, though 
with a reference to their being strawed on the ground. Compare 
Matt. xxi. 8. ScHLEUSNER, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 10. 1 toxopévyn Baowrsia x. 7. A. The kingdom of David 
is the kingdom which God was now about to erect according to 
his promise made to David. In several of the principal MSS. 
and versions the words év évdéuat: Kéo.ov are wanting, and their 
insertion between acrAcia and its regimen rov rarpd¢ ov 
gives them very much the appearance of an interpolation. Be- 
sides, the phrase éoyduevoe év d6vdéuare Kvuotov, in the preceding 
verse, may very easily have given rise to an inadvertent repeti- 
tion of it inthis. There is, therefore, some reason for rejecting 
these words, but none for rejecting the whole clause. Wuuirsy, 
Grortius, MILL, GRIESBACH. 


Ver. 13. ob yao tv kapoc obkwv. E. T. For the time of figs 
was not yet. Did Christ then curse the tree because it had not 
figs before the time of figs? To solve the difficulty it has been 
proposed to read ov instead of od : but the translation thus affixed 
to the passage, where he was it was the season of figs, is ex- 
tremely harsh and intricate, and irreconcilable with the general | 
simplicity of the N. T. writers; not to mention that the sentence 
thus rendered would affix to the words, without any assignable 
reason, a sense precisely contrary to that which they now bear. 
Neither is there any authority for translating caipd¢ obkwv, a 
good year for figs, or a good country for figs ; and if it could be 
proved that kavpo¢ was ever so used, it cannot be supposed that 
the Evangelist would have applied it in a sense so artificial and 
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extraordinary. The fact is, that the expression kaipo¢ cbkwv 
denotes the season for gathering figs.. So Matt. xxi. 34. 6 
Kaipd¢ Tv Kapww@yv. Compare Job v. 26. Psalm i. 3. LXX. 
Mark xii. 2. Luke xx. 10. And this, indeed, coincides with the 
interpretation which a reader would naturally give it. The declara- 
tion however, that the season of figs was not yet come, cannot be, 
as the order of the words would lead one at first to imagine, the 
reason why there was nothing but leaves.on the tree; for the fig- 
tree has the property of forming its fruit before the leaves ap- 
pear. Hence the words kai 2X\Ov x. 7. A. must be read in a pa- 
renthesis; and thus the appearance of the tree in full foliage, 
together with the fact that fig harvest had not yet arrived, would 
justify the expectation of finding fruit on the tree; and the dis- 
appointment of this expectation could only have proceeded from 
the barrenness of the tree. Parentheses of this kind are not 
without example, and there is one precisely similar in Mark xvi. 
3,4. Compare Gen. xiii. 10. Numb. xiii. 20. 23. Luke xx. 19. 
John i. 14. It has been objected, indeed, that, at all events, the 
figs at this time of the year, in the beginning of the month Nisan, 
(March or April,) must have been so unripe as to be totally unfit 
to eat. But it frequently happens in Barbary, and of course in 
the hotter climate of Judea, that some of the more forward and 
vigorous trees will occasionally yield a few ripe figs six weeks or 
more before the full season, which are esteemed a great dainty. 
Something like this may be alluded to in Hos. ix. 10. See 
Shaw's Travels, p. 342. Compare also Isaiah xxviii. 4. Camp- 
BELL, Macknicut, KurnogeL, Werstein, RosENMULLER.— 
[Hernstus, Hammonp, Mica is, &c. | 


Ver. 16. twa tic Sievéyxy oxevoc, The Hebrew word >, 
keli, which properly signifies a vessel, is employed with consi- 
derable latitude in the O. T.: it denotes arms in Jer. xxi. 4. 
Ezek. ix. 1., clothes, Deut. xxii. 5., and musical instruments, 
Psalm \xxi. 22. Hence, it is likely that the meaning of the 
word oxevoc is equally comprehensive, and intended to include 
any article of traffic whatsoever. In this prohibition, however, 
our Lord merely enforced the received doctrine of the Jews ; for 
to this effect they interpreted Levit. xix. 30. Deut. xii. 5. as it 
appears from Josephus, adv. Apion. p. 1066. The Talmud 
also, in Jevamoth, p. 6, 2. explains the reverence of the Temple 
to mean that none go into it with his staff, and his shoes, and his 
purse, and dust upon his feet ; and that none make it a common 
thoroughfare, or a place of spitting. It may be that the abuses, 
which had now risen to a great height, were in some measure in- 
creased by the proximity of the Castle of Antonia, as the markets 
held in the Temple would be very convenient for the garrison, 
which was there stationed. Ligurroot, Wetstern, KurInoEt, 
RosENMULLER. 
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Ver. 17. wast rote 20veot. The E. T. has given this passage 
as if the words had been t7d révrwv rov 2Ovwv; and this is 
more remarkable, as in the translation of Isaiah lvi. 7. it is cor- 
rectly rendered for all people. ‘As the court of the Gentiles, 
which was the part of the Temple more generally profaned, was 
designed for the devout of all nations, the Temple itself was 
justly styled a house of prayer for all nations ; and upon this 
principle our Lord commanded that no part of it was to be dese- 
crated. CAMPBELL, HAMMOND. 


Ver. 21. xatnoacw. The use of this verb, which the E. T. 
renders to curse, has afforded occasion for cavil, as conveying an 
idea very unsuited to the character of our Lord. But the expres- 
sion which our Lord made use of on the occasion, supra, v. 14., 
was in every respect becoming, and St. Peter merely follows the 
Jewish mode of speaking in reference to things which have be- 
come worthless and unprofitable. Compare Heb. vi. 8. Macx- 
NIGHT. 


Ver. 22. wiotw Ocov. That is, faith in God; the genitive 
Qcov being put for cic r6v Oedv. The noun ziome is frequently 
used with the genitive of the object precisely in this manner. 
Compare Acts iii. 16. Rom. iii. 22. 26. Gal. ii. 16. 20. iii. 22. 
Phil. iii. 9. So also éAmic, 1 Thess. i. 3. Some, however, un- 
derstand the expression as a mere Hebraism, denoting a strong 
faith ; and it is common in the Jewish idiom to use the name of 
God with a substantive to denote great, mighty, excellent ; or 
with an adjective as the sign of the superlative. See 1 Sam. xiv. 
15. Isaiah xxix. 1. Exod. iii. 1. and elsewhere. But the sub- 
stantives so employed, with which alone we are concerned, are 
always names either of real substances, as mountain, cedar, lion, 
city; or of visible effects, as wrestling, trembling, and the like ; 
never of any abstract quality, as faith, hope, justice, &c. The 
received translation, therefore, is unquestionably correct. Camp- 
BELL, Grortius, KurnoeL.—[Prarce, A. Cuarxr.] Of the 
phrase Zora viv, in v. 24., see on Matt. xviil. 19. and of the 
two following verses on Matt. vi. 5. 12. vii. 7. xviii. 21. sqq. 
Some MSS. and versions omit v. 26., and in others two verses 
are added from Matt. vii. 7, 8. The origin of these variations is 


easily perceptible. 
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CHAPTER XII. 


Contents :—Parable of the vineyard, vv. 1—12. [Matt. xxi. 
33. Luke xx. 9.] The tribute-money, vv. 13—17. [Matt. xxii. 
15. Luke xx. 20.] Christ's reply to the Sadducees respecting 
the resurrection, vv. 18—27. [Matt. xxii. 23. Luke xx. 27.] 
His answer to the Pharisees, vv. 28—384. [Matt. xxii. 34.] 
and his enquiry respecting the Messiah, vv. 35—37. |Matt. 
xxii. 41. Luke xx. 41.] Mts caution against the Scribes, vv. 
38—40. [Matt. xxiii. 1. Luke xx. 45.] The widow's mite, 
vv. 41—44, [Luke xxi. 1.] 


Verse 4. XOoBorjoavrec exepadatwoav. EK. T. At him they 
cast stones, and wounded him in the head; i. e. they wounded 
him in the head with stones. This is no doubt the sense of the 
passage, although the commentators are greatly divided in the 
meaning of the verb cepadaovv. In Rom. xiii. 9. the compound 
dvaxepadaovy signifies to sum up, to comprise; and so it has 
been proposed to render it here, to this effect, they threw stone 
after stone at him. But the parallel word in Luke is rpavpart- 
Zev, which favours the received translation. Others would trans- 
late it to load with insult. So Theophylact: ovveréAscay xat 
éxoovpwoav tiv UBow. This meaning, however, is totally un- 
supported and unsatisfactory. The interpretations to shave the 
head, scil. in derision, to beset with sticks, &c. need only be no- 
ticed in order to their refutation ; and to despatch is contrary to 
the tenor of the narrative. It is true that there is no positive 
classical authority for the sense above assigned to it, but analogy 
is altogether in its favour. Thus we have yaorpiZewv, to strike in 
the belly, and unpiZev, to strike on the thigh. Diog. Laert. VII. 
p- 544. ei 6 sig Thy yaotépa TémTWwY yaoToiSe, Kal 6 Eic TOdE pun- 
pove Téntwv pnoifa. Compare Arist. Equit. 273. 454. Vesp. 
1529. Hence xepadaovv, to strike on the head, and this signi- 
fication is confirmed by Arist. Ran. 854. cepadaiy rov Kodrapov 
phar Oévwv. Wuirsyy CAMPBELL, KuINoEL, SCHLEUSNER.— 
[Ligutroot, WAKEFIELD, ALBERTI, &c. ] 


Ver. 12. pbc aitotc. Against them. So Luke xx. 19., but 
Matt. xxi. 45. wept abrév. The preposition wed¢ has the same 
import in Judg. xii. 3. Isaiah xxxii. 6. Ezek. xiii. 9. LXX. 
Acts xxiii. 30. xxvi. 14. Ephes. vi. 11. Heb. xii. 4. Wurrsy. 


Ver, 26. it tne Barov. See on Mark ii. 26. In the next 
verse there is a great variety in the reading, arising probably 
from an apparent difficulty in the construction of the article. 
The words 6 05¢ vexp@v could not be tolerated in regimen ; 
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but there is evidently an ellipsis of another Ozd¢ before vexody, 
which is supplied in Matt. xxii. 32. Instead, therefore, of 
omitting the article with some MSS., and making the proposi- 
tion exclusive, There is no God, &c. it seems more accurate with 
others to omit Odc before Zévrwy, which seems to have crept in 
from the margin. MippLeTon, GRIEsBACH. 


Ver. 29. Képic 6 Osd¢ x. 7. X. Some would render this 
clause as two sentences: the Lord is our God; the Lord is one. 
It is true that the verb substantive is wholly omitted in the He- 
brew of Deut. vi. 4., but the construction in the Greek, with 
gory in the last member, does not favour this construction; and 
in the original the idiom of, the language will not permit the se- 
paration of the words >R MA. Rennevt.—[Camesert. | 
Mark, as writing more especially for the Gentiles, has quoted 
the precept more at large than St. Matthew. The answer of the 
Scribe also, and our Lord’s reply in v. 32. sqq., are only recorded 
by this Evangelist. With the former we may compare the Tal- 
mudic Tract Succa, p. 49, 2. R. Eliezer said: It is far better 
to give alms than to offer all oblations. By the declaration 
these are not far, &c. vy. 34., our Lord intimated that the lawyer 
had expressed sentiments which became a Christian, and such as 
might eventually dispose him to embrace Christianity, and make 
him a partaker in the privileges and promises of the Gospel. 
WersteIn, Macxnieut. The vv. 38—40. correspond with 
Matt. xxii. 5, 6, 7. 13. 


Ver. 41. yafopvAaxiov. This word, which is of rare oc- 
currence, seems to denote the chests into which the money de- 
signed for the Temple and the sacred service was put. The first 
mention we have of such a repository is in 2 Kings xii. 9., where 
it is called xf3wrdv. These chests were thirteen in number, set 
apart for different purposes, and inscribed accordingly. See 
Maimonides in Shekalim, c. 2. Joseph. B. J. V.14. Antiq. XIX. 
5. and Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 183. 241. From signifying 
the chest that contained the treasure the name was at length ap- 
plied to that part of the Temple where the chest was deposited, 
as here, and in John viii. 20. It appears from the Mischna, in 
Shekal. p. 8, 4. that according to his pleasure any one might 
cast into the chests how little soever he would; i. e. any thing 
not less than two prutahs. Now the prutah was the small He- 
brew coin equal to the eighth part of an Italian as, the as being 
the twenty-fourth part of a silver denarius: Bava Metzia, p. 44, 
2, Kiddush, p. 58, 4. Hence it is called Xerrdv in Greek, and 
mite in English, which is an old word for crumb. The brass 
money (xadxdc) here mentioned was probably of this species; 
of which the rich cast in woAAa, scil. Aewra. CAMPBELL, GRo- 
tius, LiGHTFOOT. 
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Ver. 44, sorephoswc. Of her want, or poverty. So voré- 
onua, which is opposed to wepiccevpa, abundance, in 2 Cor. vill. 
14. The word Bloc is used for the support of life in the best 
authors; and so Luke viii. 48. xv. 12.30. Here it rather im- 
plies what is necessary to support life during the day. Grortus, 
WuiTsy. 


CHAPTER XIII. 


Contrents:— The destruction of Jerusalem foretold, the signs 
which should precede and accompany it described, and the 
necessity of watchfulness and prayer inculcated, vv. 1—37. 
[Matt. xxiv. 1. Luke xxi. 5.] 


Verse 11. wederare. This word is frequently used by the 
rhetoricians of an elaborate disquisition or discourse. Isocr. de 
Pace: cat yao avrot wemquiKaTe Tove phropac peXerav kal pido- 
copetv. Lucian. de Merc. cond. 35. phropa psdsrhoavra. Hence 
the phrase peAérn phropoc, a declamation. WetstTEIN. Of the 
Quakers’ misinterpretation of this passage see on Matt. x. 20. 
It is clear from this place, compared with Luke xxi. 14, 15. that 
the promise is peculiar to the Apostles and to the times of per- 
secution. WHITBY. 


Ver. 19. ai npéoar éxetvae OAtfrc. An emphatic abstractum 
pro concreto not unusual in the best writers. Herod. I. 16. wae 
gory avOowirog ovupooy. Achil. Tat. IV. p. 267. cat tiv aac 
6 worauoe éooth. Kyrxe. Of the éxAzxroil, v. 20., see on Matt. 
xx. 16. A similar phraseology occurs continually in the Fa- 
thers. Thus Clemens speaks of sedition, as a\Aorpla Kat Eévy 
rotg éxAsxrotc Tov Oov, Epist. ad Corinth. § 1. and again, jac 
exAoying méooc éwrolnoev EavT. WHITBY. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 


Contents :—The rulers conspire against Christ, vv. 1, 2. 
[Matt. xxvi. 1. Luke xxii. 1.] He ts anointed in the house 
of Simon, vv. 3—9. [Matt. xxvi. 6. John xii. 1.] The cove- 
nant of Judas with the chief priests, vv. 10, 11. [Matt. xxvi. 
14. Luke xxii. 3.] The last supper, and the institution of 
the Eucharist, vv. 12—31. [Matt. xxvi. 17. Luke xxii. 7. 
John xiii. 17.] The agony in the garden, vv. 32—42., [Matt. 
xxvi. 36. Luke xxii. 40. John xviii. 1.] Zhe betrayal. wv. 
43—50. [Matt.. xxvi. 47. Luke xxii. 47. John xviii. 3.] The 
seizure and escape of a young man in the train, vy. 51, 52. 
The examination of Christ, and Peter's denial, vy. 58—-72. 
[Matt. xxvi. 57. Luke xxii. 54. John xviii. 12.] 


* 


Verse 3. vagdov morc. The nard is a highly aromatic 
plant, two species of which are mentioned by Dioscorides, the 
nardus Syriaca and Indica. The latter terminates, like wheat 
or lavender, in ears or spikes, from which a rich unguent is ex- 
tracted, and thence denominated wnguentum nardinum, or un- 

uentum nardi spicate ; Anglicé, spikenard. See Dioscor. I. 6. 
8. 75. Plin. N. H. XII. 12. XIII. 2. Sometimes, however, the 
unguent, as well as the herb itself, was called simply nard. It 
was so extremely prized, and so valuable, that a small box of it 
furnished at an entertainment was considered equivalent to a 
large vessel of wine. Hor. Od. IV. 12. 16. Nardo vinum mere- 
bere: Nardi parvus onyx eliciet cadum. With respect to the 
epithet meorixy, which is here applied to it by St. Mark, there is 
a considerable diversity of interpretation; but the opinions of 
some of the commentators are so improbable, that it will be suf- 
ficient merely to mention them, and to examine those only which 
seem to be worthy of notice. Passing by, therefore, the con- 
jectures of wriorixne from mriscev, contundere, and ’Omorikijc 
from Opis, a town near Babylon; and the derivations from mé- 
Zev, premere, from the Syriac NPIND'D, an acorn, and from Iliora, 
a city of Persia, supposed to be mentioned in Aisch. Pers. 2.— 

- the first hypothesis which deserves attention is that which sup- 
poses the word to be of Latin origin, and substituted for spicata. 
It is clear, however, that in this case it should have been applied 
to the herb rather than to the wnguent. Those, again, who 
would render the word liquid, as if from ive, to drink, evi- 
dently confound it with mio76¢ in Asch. Prom. 489., which they 
cite in their defence. Upon the whole the most probable opinion 
seems to be that the epithet denotes pure, unadulterated, and is 
derived from wioric. Thus the sacramental wine is called in 
Euseb. Dem. Ev. VIII. koana morixdy rig caine diabhine. 
10 


424 MARK XIV. 13, 14. 


Kurnoget, Kyrxe, Le Cuerc.—[Grotius, Licutroot, Wer- 
STEIN, SCHLEUSNER, &c. | 


Ver. 13. xepémuov. Scil. ayyeiov or oxevoc, an earthen vessel. 
Polyb. IV. 56. irofuacay otvov kepdma popia. Joseph. Ant. 
VIII. 13. 2. zdalov 76 Kepdyuov. Diog. Laert. VI. 2. 6 62 xe- 
odmuov bAov Erempev avrg. So in Juy. Sat. X. 25. fictilia, 
subaud. vasa. Pollux VII. 162. ayyeia xepduea cat yhiva, cai 
Ta clon Keodmea. RapHetius, WeTsTEIN. It has been thought 
that the person whom the disciples were to meet with this vessel 
of water was a servant of the house in which our Lord intended 
to eat the Passover. Fetching water seems to have been a servile 
occupation among the ancients generally. We have a striking 
instance of it in the Electra of Euripides. 


Ver. 14. xaraddupa. KE. T. the guest chamber. The same 
word occurs in Luke ii. 7., where, inthe E. T. it is rendered zzz. 
In Judea there seem to have been two sorts of public-house for 
the reception of strangers, of neither of which we have any precise 
counterpart among ourselves. Of these the caradbmara were the 
most commodious, being divided into separate apartments for the 
accommodation of different parties, who brought their provisions 
with them. It was necessary that there should be at Jerusalem 
a great number of these houses for the reception of the vast con- 
course of people who came thither at the Passover; and rooms 
also in private houses, which at the time were set apart for a 
similar purpose, and to one of which our Lord seems here to 
allude, were called by the same name. This apartment is called 
in the next verse avwyeov toropwpmévov, an upper room, furnished, 
or more properly carpeted. The term, however, as used of a 
dining-room, does not refer simply to the floor, but to the couches 
also, on which they reclined at meals, and over which was spread 
a coverlet or carpet. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 393. 397. 
The other word translated inn in the E. T. is tavéoxeiov, Luke 
x. 34, This was far less comfortable than the caréAupa, as all 
the travellers and their cattle also were under the same roof, se- 
parated only by a low partition-wall from each other. Hence the 
derivation of the name is evident. It is distinguished in the 
Vulgate from caréupa, where the one is rendered by diverso- 
rium, and the other by stabulum. CampBELL. Some have 
thought that chambers, (xaraXbuara,) were let out during the 
feast, and that the disciples were simply directed to engage this » 
particular one, wherein to prepare the Passover. But it is 
well ascertained that it was the custom of the Jews to give to 
strangers the use of their rooms and furniture for this purpose, 
without any pay except. the skins of the lambs sacrificed. See 


the Talmud, in Joma, p. 12, 1. Liaurroor, Lz Cturc.—[Ro- 
SENMULLER. | 
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Ver. 19. ic xa® sic. Some take xara for cat cira, and render 
the expression one and then another: so unus is sometimes re- 
peated instead of adter in Latin. Mart. Epigr. I. 20. 2. Eapuit 
una duos tussis, et una duos. But it should rather seem to bea 
Hebrew idiom for ka? éva, and not altogether dissimilar from the 
form noticed at Mark vi. 39. Compare John viii. 9. Rom. xii. 5. 
Ephes. v. 33. | Grotius.—[WETSTEIN. | : 


Ver. 36. "ABBa, 6 mario. There has been much discussion 
respecting these words. Some are of opinion that 6 warjo is 
merely added to "ABPa as being equivalent in meaning, in the 
same manner as we frequently find in the early Jewish writings a 
word of the same signification in Greek added to their own term, 
by way of explanation. But in all these cases, such as "Pp ‘9, 
Mori «bore, 99D WwW, shangnar rbXn, &c. the article is never 
prefixed to the Greek word. Others, therefore, would read 6 
matip, i. e. 6 gore ueOcounvevdpevov tarie; for which, however, 
there is no authority either here or in the other two places, Rom. 
viii. 15. Gal. iv. 6. where the expression recurs. Now in these 
places the Syriac version renders my Father, or our Father, re- 
spectively, as the circumstances of the case require, thereby 
plainly indicating that the article here, as elsewhere, has the 
force of a possessive pronoun, and that 6 wa7je must be taken 
for the vocative case, as 6 Baoredc, Matt. xxvii. 29. 6 vide, 
Mark x. 47. 6 Osc, Rev. xv. 3. The addition is expressive of 
the most impassioned feeling. Among the Hebrew the words 
‘aN, 4bbi, and NIX, Abba, have a distinct signification, the 
former being a term of merely civil respect, and the latter of 
filial affection. Compare the Targum on Gen. xxii. 7. xxvii. 
34. xlviii. 18. and on Gen. iv. 20. 1 Sam. x. 12. 2 Kings ii. 12. 
et passim. Mippieton.-—[Scuorrteen, Lieutroor, &c.] 


Ver. 41. améxe. Considerable doubts exist with respect to 
the meaning of this word, and the proper mode of supplying the 
ellipsis occasioned by the abrupt manner in which our Lord’s 
agitation led him to express himself. Most of the commentators 
would understand carpd¢ or &pa in reference either to the téme 
when the Apostles could assist their Master, or to the agony of 
Christ. But the verb itself is unquestionably émpersonal, and 
so it is explained by all the Fathers and Lexicographers, sup- 
ported by the authority of classical examples. Hesych. amex ee’ 
anéxon, tapxet. Anacr. Od. 28. dréxa, BrAETw yap avrov. 
Perhaps the true interpretation is that which is noticed in the 
parallel passage, Matt. xxvi. 45. Werstems, WuitBy. — 

‘-[Hammonp, Kyrxe, Kurnozt, &c.] 


Ver. 47. ic tue. So again v. 51. The pleonasm is of fre- 
quent occurrence. Thucyd. VI. 61. rwa piav vixra. Aristoph. 
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Equit. 1297. ulav riva. Plutarch. de Adulat. p. 63. E. sig me 


Ewoakwe TO yevouevov. WETSTEIN. 


Ver, 51. veavtoxog. Many idle conjectures have been formed: 
respecting this youth. Epiphanius and Jerome suppose him to 
have been James the Less; Chrysostom and others have a tra- 
dition that he was John: but all the disciples had forsaken him 
and fled. It has also been conjectured that he was some young 
man whose house lay near the garden, and who, being rouzed 
by the tumult, was excited by curiosity to see what was going 
forward. The most probable conjecture seems to be that he was 
a Roman soldier not on duty, for veavioxoc, as juventus and ju- 
venes in Latin, is frequently employed as a denomination for sol- 
diers. Thus again in this very verse, where the article points to 
a particular part of the company, which could be no other than 
the soldiery.. Compare Josh. ii. 1. vi. 22. Isaiah xiii. 18. LXX. 
and in the Hebrew, 2 Chron. xiii. 3. where the LX X have zoA«- 
puorhne. Of the word owdey see on Matt. xxvii. 59. Some 
suppose that it here signifies the falith, or upper cloak, which 
the Jews generally wore, since the word.yupvoc does not neces- 
sarily mean naked. See on Matt. xxv. 35. In this case, however, 
the words é7i yuuvov would be superfluous; nor does their use 
agree better with the notion that the under linen tunic is intended, 
which was always close to the skin. Besides, a man’s appearing 
only in his tunic would not have excited surprise, as the common 
people, when at work, seldom appeared otherwise. See on Matt. 
xxiv. 17. It should rather seem, therefore, to have been the 
linen cloth or sheet in which he had been sleeping. So Kimchi: 
Stndon est vestis nocturna, guam induunt super carnem, factus ex 
lino.’ Galen. wu) yupvdeg KomiZéoOw, GAARA repLe3Anuévoe owv- 
odva. Herod. II. 95. Av piv év iwatiy évehtEduevoc Ev0n 7) otv- 
déu. Dion. H. ap. Euseb. Eccl. Hist. V1. 40. Hunv yupvoe év 
7) Alvy écOhuar. Compare Thucyd. II. 49. Liban. Or. XI. 
p. 877. D. Werstein, Grotius, ScHLEUSNER, WuitTBy.— 
[Pearce.] -This incident is related only by St. Mark; but 
though of much less importance than the cure of Malchus, it 
adds greatly to the credibility of the history. It is an occurrence 

- which is very likely to have happened, but very unlikely to have 
been invented. CAMPBELL. 


Ver, 54, mp0¢ 70 pac. E. T. At the fire. In pure Greek 
the word $c almost always, if not invariably, denotes light. Its 
usage, therefore, in this place for fire may fairly be considered as 
a Hebraism, the word 1X, which signifies light, being frequently 
used in this acceptation. By a comparison with this place the 
same metonomy seems to be indicated in Luke xxii. 56., though 
it has there been ingeniously proposed to render it the light or 
blaze of the fire. Grorius, Hammonp.—[PatairetT, WETSTEIN. | 
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Ver, 56. ioa ai waprvpia. It has been said that it does not 
appear by the Evangelist that there was any disagreement in the 
testimony of the witnesses against our Lord, anda reason is thence 
deduced for rendering ioo¢ here and at v. 59. sufficient. That 
the testimony adduced was not sufficient to condemn him is 
certain, but it does not appear that it was not at the same time 
contradictory, though the Gospels do not record the precise 
points of contradiction. There may possibly be a reference both 
to the zxconsistent and the insufficient nature of the evidence, 
though the Sanhedrim seem rather to have studied a show of 
justice than to have regarded the magnitude of the alleged 
offence; and there is no good authority for the use of this adjec- 
tive in the sense proposed. The traditional canons divided tes- 
timonies into three kinds:—1. a vain, or discordant testimony; 
2. a standing, or presumptive testimony; and 3. an even testi- 
mony, ion waptupia. It was not agreeable to the Jewish canon 
to seek for witness at all in capital cases, as it appears from the 
Talmud in Sanhedrim, c. 4. Ligutroot, WreTstTEIN, WoLr.— 
[Hammonp, Grotius, Wuitsy.] Inv. 61. the name @cov is 
prefixed to rou evAoyhrov in some MSS. and versions, but it is 
entirely suitable to the Hebrew idiom to employ the adjective 
without the substantive as a distinguishing appellation of God. 
CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 69. % wadtoxn. The article seéms here to indicate the 
maid recently mentioned, v. 66., whereas Matthew puts this se- 
cond charge into the mouth of another. This discrepancy is 
unnoticed in Matt. xxvi. 69., but will be easily solved to the 
satisfaction of every candid enquirer, and that too without reject- 
ing the article, or making it equivalent to vc, for which there is 
no reason or authority. The maid who first recognized Peter 
may have joined in the second accusation, which seems to have 
been made by several persons together; and it is natural, from 
her reiterated attack, that she should make the deepest impression 
upon his mind. Hence, in relating the circumstance to Mark, 
he might have said, the maid. MicHaE.is, MippLEeTon.—[Gro- 
TIus, RoSENMULLER. | 


Ver. 72. tmiBadov txrae. E.T. When he thought thereon 
he wept : and much as the import of the participle ér3adwv has 
been canvassed, this seems to be the true interpretation of the 
passage. Any change, such as émAaPov, which has been pro- 
posed, is altogether without authority ; and the other meanings 
which have been attached to m:(3d\Acv, are either inadmissible 
or unsuited to its present use. ‘The examples produced by some 
in favour of its signifying to rush out, conclude nothing, for in 
these it implies to rush im rather than ¢o rush out ; and the pre- 
position, if used, is ic or emt, never 2& or aro. Others, therefore, 
prefer one of two other explanations, upon the authority of Theo- 
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phylact, who observes : ériSaddv eAae, rouréoriv, emucadupa- 
pevog THY KEpadry, 7) avTl TOV, apEduevog pera opododtntoc. 
With respect to the former of these interpretations, it was a well- 
known, and indeed a natural custom with the Greeks and Ro- 
mans, and also with the Jews, to cover the head when they wept. 
Compare 2 Sam. xv. 30. xix. 4. Esth, vii. 8. Jerem. xiv. 3, 4. 
Joseph. Ant. VII. 10. 5. Hom. Od. A. 114. Aisch. Choéph. 75. 
Eurip. Orest. 274. Suppl. 110. 295. Arist. Ran. 942. Platon. 
Phed. p. 97. Wytt. Isocr. Trapez. p. 714. Anthol. V. 33. 
Herod. VI. 67. Plin. Epist. xxxv. 10. But, not to mention 
that such an expression of grief would have published the emo- 
tion of Peter to all present, such an ellipsis can scarcely be al- 
lowed as that suggested by Eurip. Elect. 1232. tryBarov paon 
Képac guaior. Compare Levit. xix. 19. LXX. The other inter- 
pretation of Theophylact would require éré3aXev kAalew rather 
than ériPadrov EkAae, even if the word would admit of this mean- 
ing; for which there is no more authority than for rendering it, 
according to another supposition, to look upon, scil. Jesus. It is 
true that the expression is elliptical, and that by supplying this 
or that particular word a given sense may be elicited; but an 
ellipse cannot be fairly established unless where an instance si- 
milar to the case in point can be exhibited. Now in the sense 
of the E. T. there are abundant examples of éi3adAew, scél. 
mv Stavotav, both with and without the ellipsis. Polyb. Leg. 37. 
emiParwv 6 moecBevTHe worAXAObe Twae Sdiet{Oero Adyoue. M. 
Anton. X. 30. roéry yao émiPadrov, raxéwe érdhon Tie doyne. 
Hierocl. Carm. Pythag. p. 14. GAAwe 8 kat dA\Awe ériBadre. 
Diod. Sic. XX. 44. mode oddity éwéBare Hv Stavolay Tw Taod 
roig ToAsulore cuvreAouuévwv. Hence Suid. émPorA4* evvora. 
Diog. L. Epicur. X. 31. rag gavracricdcg emiBoAae THe Stavolac. 
If these authorities do not put the matter beyond doubt, they at 
least give it a greater probability than has been yet given to any 
other hypothesis ; and the incident is certainly such as would na- 
turally produce reflection in the mind of the Apostle. CampBELt, 
WetsteIn, Kypxe.—[RosenmunLer, ScHLEUSNER, ELsNeER, 
Brausosre, Bos, Grotius, Lz Currc, &c.] 





CHAPTER XY. 


ConTENTS :—The accusation, crucifixion, death, and burial of 
Christ, with the attendant circumstances, vy. 1—47. [Matt. 
xxvil. 1, Luke xxiii. 1. John xviii. 28.] 


: Verse 3, At the end of this. verse the clause adrdc 88 ovdty 
amekgivaro are added in a few MSS. and retained by the E. T. 
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and some other versions. Hence, perhaps, the error in the trans- 
lation of v. 5., yet answered nothing, whereas the adverb ovd«ére 
should have been rendered xo longer. The clause was probably 
inserted from Matt. xxvii. 12..Grortrus, CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 6. dwédvev. Matt. xxvii. 15. ida drodbew. Of the 
use of the aorist simply in this sense see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 503. 3. 
The same sense, however, will result by rendering xara éooriy, 
ad morem festi, or after the manner of the feast ; and this is the 
import of the preposition kara in Rom. iii. 5.1 Cor. iii. 3. xv. 32. 
Gal. iii. 15. So also in Attic Greek, card ra abra, i.e. Kara 
Tov auTov tedrov. It cannot be now ascertained, either from 
Josephus or elsewhere, to what sedition the Evangelist alludes in 
the next verse. The phrase ¢évov zouetv, to commit murder, 
occurs in Deut. xxii. 8. LXX. So Polybius: woviv aiua cat 
govotc. Wuitsy, Kurnort, Rapue ius. 


Ver. 8. dvaBoncac. Several MSS. read here dvafsac or ava- 
Phoac, and thence the Vulgate cum ascendisset turba; unless 
the MSS. in question were made conformable to the Vulgate, 
whose translators had probably mistaken dvaBofoac for dvaPh- 
sac. That the received reading is correct is evident from the 
words maAw txoaay in v. 13. Wuitsy, Grortus. 


Ver. 11. dvicacav. Stirred up, incited. Some copies have 
tmeoav, evidently from a marginal gloss. Dion. Hal. Ant. R. 
VIII. p. 748. ov« érirpébovree tote dvaceiovot 7 TAHOoc. Pa- 
LAIRET. The adverb paddov is here used in a negative rather 
than a comparative sense: and so Matt. x. 6. Mark ix. 43. and 
elsewhere. Wuirsy. ; 


Ver. 15. 16 ixavov rovjou. To content, to satisfy. The 
phrase seems to be of Latin origin, derived from the forensic ex- 
pression satis facere. Hence it is found in those Greek writers 
who lived after the subjugation of Greece to the Romans. Diog. 
Laer. in Bion. IV. 50. 76 ixavdév cor roihow, tav TapaxAhrouc 
“wéuye. Appian. Punic. p. 68. si 70 ixavov mwoujoere Pwpatore. 
Grotius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 21. "AdcEdvdpou cai ‘Potpov. The latter of these is 
supposed to have been the person saluted by St. Paul in Rom. 
xvi. 3., and if so, he and his brother were probably at Rome 
when St. Mark published his Gospel. Hence he very naturally 
inserts their names together with that of their father, appealing 
thereby to their testimony in support of the truth of his history. 
Lucius, another brother, is said to have preached the Gospel in 
Germany. Grotius. Of the statement in v. 25. compared with 
that in John xix. 14. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 505. 510. 
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Ver. 27. 860 dyortc. A copy of the Italic version tells their 
names, Zoathan and Chammatha. A. CuarKe. The prophecy 
cited in the next verse is Isaiah liii. 12. Abarbanel, on the pas- 
sage, testifies that the Rabbins unanimously refer the whole 
chapter to their Messiah. Wuirsy, Grorius. 


Ver. 42. 8 tart mp0c4Barov. This explanation is added by 
Mark for the information of the Gentiles, for whom he principally 
wrote. Grotius. ~See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 308. 





CHAPTER XVI. 


Contents :— The two Maries and Salome see an angel in the 
sepulchre, vv. 1—8. [Matt. xxviii. 1. John xx. 1.] Christ 
appears to Mary Magdalene, and sends her to the disciples, 
vv. 9—11. [Luke xxiv. 10. John xx. 14.] His appearance 
on the road to Emmaus, vv. 12, 13. [Luke xxiv. 13.] His 
final commission and ascension into Heaven, vy. 14—20. 
[ Matt. xxviii. 18. Luke xxiv. 50. Acts i. 6.] 


Verse 1. Siayevopévov. Being past, or ended. So Acts xxv. 
13. xxvi. 9. Polyb. II. 19. ctayevouévwv madrw irov éka. 
Herodian. I. p. 475. yodvov 8? od roAXov diayevouévov. Polyzen. 
Strat. VII. 31. xodvov diayevouévov. Rapuerius, Grorius. 
The verb jyépacay is rendered in the E. T. they had bought ; 
and in this acceptation the aorist is sometimes used. It is most 
probable, however, that this translation originated in Luke xxiii. 
56., where it is stated that the spices were prepared before the 
evening of the Sabbath. The two Evangelists, however, refer 
to different parties of women respectively ; and though the one 
party had procured their spices on the evening before, there is no 
reason to suppose that the other did not purchase an additional 
supply after the Sabbath. The Vulgate correctly has emerunt. 
From this notion also, that only one party of women visited the 
sepulchre on the morning of the resurrection, as well as from con- 
founding the times of their setting out and their arrival, has arisen 
the difficulty of reconciling the words dvarsei\avroe tov 7Alov, 
v. 2., with the statement of the other Evangelists, and especially © 
the expression owt oxotiacg tre ovone, in John xx. 1. Some 
contend, therefore, that the aorist does not here denote times 
past, but passing, or about to pass, and that the phrase means 
simply about sun-rise : while others would adapt the various ex- 
pressions of the Evangelists to the different distinctions of twi- 
light among the Rabbins. But the difficulty is much more na- 
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turally removed by harmonizing the incidents so as to suit the 
times severally described by the Evangelists. Townsenp.— 
[Wuirsy, Licutroot, &c.] 


Ver. 4. iv yao péyac o¢d8pa. This is referred by some to an 
elliptical sentence, to be thus supplied: And they were anwious, 
because the stone, &c. But the clause should rather be con- 
nected with the preceding verse, the intervening sentence being 
parenthetical. See on Mark xi. 13. Kurnort.—[Grortivs, 
Wuirtsy, RosENMULLER. | 


Ver. 7. wat tp Tlérow. Peter is here named, not as prince of 
the Apostles, but for his consolation, and the assurance that his 
repentance after the threefold denial of his Master was accepted. 
Theophylact: éeidn jovhoaro 6 Této0c. So Chrysostom, Je- 
rome, and others. The conjunction xat is elliptical for cat ua- 
Aiora, especially. Thus Homer, passim: Towac cat” Exroga. Virg. 
“En. I. Danaum atque immitis Achillis. Wwirsy, Grotius. 
In the next verse the words ovdevt ovdiy cizov are to be limited 
to those whom the women might meet on their return, as they 
doubtless published the occurrence afterwards. So Euthymius. 
Compare Luke xxiv. 22, 23. Hammonp, Grorttvs. 


Ver. 9. ixra Saysdvia. Some understand this merely of so 
many epileptic fits; others explain seven as a certain for an un- 
certain number, and the German theorists even go so far as to 
maintain an opinion that the expulsion of these demons was no- 
thing more than a delusion of Mary’s mind. The intent and 
origin of such opinions are too obvious to require refutation. 
KuInoEL, Pautus, &c. Of the genuineness of the concluding 
verses of this Gospel see Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 235. 


Ver..12. iv éréoa woopy. Commentators are not agreed whe- 
ther this change was in the dress of Jesus, or in his visage. 
Possibly opy may include both; and, at all events, it is a point 
of no material importance. The alteration in his appearance, 
whatever it might be, was doubtless the cause which prevented 
his immediate recognition by the two disciples, who were going 
sic ayoov, into the country, i. e. to Emmaus. See Luke xxiv. 18., 
where the particulars are more fully related. The incredulity of 
the Apostles, mentioned in the next verse, has been thought in- 
consistent with Luke xxiv. 34., and it has been proposed to re- 
move the discrepancy by reading that passage interrogatively, 
Has the Lord risen, &c. But, though many of the assembled 
disciples yielded their assent to the testimony of Simon, there 
were still some who would probably entertain doubts respecting 
the resurrection. Some, we know, were scarcely led to believe by 
the evidence of their own eyes, Matt. xxviii. 17. Luke xxiv. 41. 
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We may therefore fairly conclude that St. Luke means only some, 
probably the majority, of the eleven; and bya figure of common 
occurrence in the best writers, puts the whole for the part. 
Some, indeed, suppose that fvdexa, in v. 14., is used in the same 
way, and that only ¢en is meant, Thomas being absent. But the 
appearance of Christ there recorded is not parallel with that in 
Luke xxiv. 36. John xx. 19., but with that in John xx. 26., 
which took place a week after the resurrection. In his previous 
meetings there was nothing like reproof; and it was the stub- 
bornness of his unbelieving Apostles, and especially of Thomas, 
which called forth the rebuke here mentioned, and the other cir- 
cumstances related at large by St. John. Grotius, MAcKNIGHT, 
KuinoEet.—[MarkianD.] 


Ver.15. méon rH xrioe. So Col. i. 23. In Matt. xxviii. 18. 
the expression is wdvra rd 20vn: which has been supposed to 
mean more particularly the Gentiles. The phrase also employed 
by Mark was very common in this limited sense among the Jews. 
Thus in Bereshith R. §. 13. The speech of all the creatures, 
i. e. the Heathen, is only of earthly things : but all the prayers 
of Israelites are for the holy place. But that it is here to be 
understood of the whole creation, Jews as well as Gentiles, is 
manifest from Luke xxiv. 4'7., where the words beginning at Je- 
rusalem are added; and in this extended sense it is also some- 
times found in the Rabbinical writings. Wurirsy.—[LicuTroor, 
Hammonp.] Of the objection which has been raised against 
Christianity on the ground of its non-universality, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. I. p. 340. sqq. The damnatory sentence in the 
ensuing verse has not only been a fruitful source of cavil to the 
unbeliever, but a stumbling-block to many sincere Christians. 
Not only has it been said to make human salvation depend upon 
a mere speculative belief, and to involve the greater part of man- 
kind, to whom the Gospel has not reached, in ruin; but it has 
been endeavoured to bring the declaration within limits by which 
it does not appear to be confined. But by comparing the words 
of the Apostolic commission as dictated here, in Matt. xxviii. 20. 
and Luke xxiv. 47. it will appear that not only faith but obe- 
dience and repentance were to be preached in the name of Christ ; 
and that consequently belief, as a part of the Christian system, is 
here put for the whole. With respect to the necessity of bap- 
tism, as a condition of salvation, i. e. of being placed in a state 
of salvation, our Church does not undertake to say that it is im- 
possible to be saved without it. The words of Scripture, how- 
ever, seem to urge its absolute necessity; and the early Fathers, 
too strongly indeed, insist upon the danger even of infants dying 
unbaptized; nor is it for us, who need salvation, to sound and 
examine the means by which salvation is offered, but seriously 
to do what is required, and religiously to fear the danger which 
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may be incurred by neglecting it. There are some, it is true, 
who limit the damnatory declaration before us to the age of the 
Apostles, when the spiritual gifts, promised in the very next sen- 
tence, could not fail of producing conviction in any unprejudiced 
mind. But there are other passages, which, without any such 
qualifying appendix, represent the terrible doom of the unbeliev- 
ing, as Luke xii. 46. Rev. xxi. 8., and it is enough for us to infer 
from the command to preach the Gospel to all nations, that there 
is a broad distinction between unavoidable ignorance and the vo- 
luntary rejection of the Gospel. See Rom. x. 14. Opportunity 
and capacity of believing are supposed both in this and other texts 
to the same effect, which cannot possibly be applied to any case, 
where these, from whatever causes, are wanting. Nor can we 
hence conclude that infants are incapable of baptism because 
they are incapable of faith, for the same reasoning would render 
them incapable of salvation. In the second clause, however, 
baptism is omitted; so that it is not simply the want of baptism, 
but the contemptuous neglect of it, which constitutes the sin ; as 
infants might otherwise be punished for the mistake or profane- 
ness of their parents. The extent of the declaration, therefore, 
amounts to this, that by virtue of faith and baptism we are placed 
in a state of salvation; if we continue in faith, and do not wilfully 
recede from the duties of the baptismal covenant, we shall ac- 
tually be saved; if otherwise, Scripture warrants but one alter- 
native. Wuirsy, Lonspate, Doppriper, &c. Many render 
the verb caraxpivesOa to be condemned, as less strong in expres- 
sion than the E. T., and doubtless the verb may be so translated. 
But this makes little difference as to the sense of the passage. 
The two clauses are evidently antithetical; and upon the lowest 
interpretation of ow@joera, as signifying a mere salvable state 
in the admission to Gospel privileges, the reverse of it must imply 
a state, which, if persevered in, must end in everlasting perdition. 
At the same time, the solemnity of the declaration, as well as of 
the occasion on which it was delivered, may reasonably be con- 
sidered as pointing at the final condition of the believer and the 
infidel. Grotius, RosenmuLLER, Hammonp, DoppripGE. 


Ver. 17. onueta & x. t. A. For the first promulgation of the 
Gospel the extraordinary display of the spirit was necessary, to 
draw the attention of mankind more forcibly to a consideration of 
its merits, and the admission of its truth. Hence our Lord, in 
giving his final injunction to his Apostles, promises them the 
sensible co-operation of his grace, and certain supernatural en- 
dowments to those who, by their means, were introduced into 
the kingdom of God. Of the nature and extent of these spi- 
ritual gifts we shall have to speak in the note on 1 Cor, xii. 28. 
At present, therefore, it will be sufficient to attend to the fulfil- 
ment of our Lord’s promise in regard to those which are here 
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enumerated by St. Mark.—1. Casting out devils. Of the expul- 
sion of the most inveterate demons, not only from men, but from 
temples, altars, &c. by the name of Christ, we have the most 
convincing testimony of the early Fathers, who do not hesitate to 
appeal to the very infidels in support of their veracity ; and offer, 
upon pain of death, to make the experiment in the presence of 
an inquisitorial tribunal. Clem. Recogn. IV. 33. Fidelis quis- 
que demonibus imperat. Justin. M. Dial. p. 302. A. ra daipd- 
via wavra kal wvedpara Tovnod 2EopKifovtec Uroracodueva Hiv 
 Zyouev. Origen (cont. Cels. I. p. 7.) speaks of the name of Jesus 
as trd pavrdd@v dvopatspevov avbev; and St. Austin affirms, 
T. IX. p. 63. Illi ipsi qui seducunt per ligaturas, per precan- 
tationes, per machinamenta inimici, miscent precantationibus 
suis nomen Christi. Compare Matt. vii. 22. Mark ix. 38. Acts 
xix. 4.—Minut. F. p. 31. Hee omnia sciunt plerique vestrim, 
ipsos damonas de semetipsis confiteri, quoties a nobis et tormentis 
verborum, et orationis incendiis, e corporibus exiguntur. Tertull. 
Apol. 23. Edatur hic aliquis sub tribunalibus vestris, quem de- 
mone agi constat. Jussus a quolibet Christiano loqui, spiritus 
alle tam se demonem confitebitur de vero, quam alibi Deum de 
falso. Et nist sic demones confessi fuerint, Christiano mentirt 
non audentes, ibidem illius Christiant procacissimi sanguinem 
fundite. See also Origen c. Cels. I. p. 20. III. p. 1383. VII. 
pp. 334. 376. ed. Spenc. Just. M. Apol. I. p. 45. Dial. c. Tryph. 
p. 311. 341. Lactan. IV. 27. V. 27. Tren. II. 56, 57. Julian. 
ap. Cyril. p. 198. Porphyr. ap. Euseb. Prep. Ev. V. 1. 
Clem. Alex. ad Grec. p. 9. A. Cyprian de Idol. pp. 4. 14. 
Tertull. Apol. 37.—2. Speaking with new tongues. This was a 
gift highly requisite for the speedy propagation of the Gospel; 
and there is frequent mention of its exercise in the N. T. Com- 
pare Acts x. 46. xix. 6. 1 Cor. xii. 9. 30. xiv. 26. sqq. 2 Cor. 1. 
5. and elsewhere. Irenzeus also (Lib. V.6.) speaks of the Chris- 
tians as ravrodarac AaXdobyrwv bia rrvebuiaroe yA@ooatc. It is 
somewhat strange that this mraculous faculty should have been 
represented, as it has been by some of the German commentators, 
as the result of previous study; while others have proposed to 
limit its extent to the promise made by Christ to his Apostles in 
Matt. x. 19, 20. of supernatural assistance when they were 
brought before the courts of judicature.—3. Taking up serpents. 
Of this we find only one instance in the N. T. viz. that of St. 
Paul in Acts xxviii. 3.; and there are but few of any credit in the 
Ecclesiastical writers. Tertullian, however, observes, Scorp. c. 1. 
Hoc denique modo etiam Ethnicis sepe subvenimus, donati a 
Deo ea potestate quam Apostolus dedicavit, cum morsum vipere 
sprevit. Jamblicus, in Vit. Pyth. 28., says that Pythagoras had 
this gift; and many impostors have also pretended to possess it. 
Julius Paulus (Lib. I. 15.) speaks of circulatores, qui serpentes 
circumferunt. So Plato in Euthydem. p. 201. E. 4 piv rev 
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ém@owy réxvyn Exewv TE Ka Hacayyéwy Kal cKopTlwy Kal TOV UA- 
Awy Onotwy re Kat vdowv Khdrnole tort. Virg. Eclog. VIII. 71. 
Frigidus in pratis cantando rumpitur anguis. Ovid. Met. VII. 
203. Vipereasrumpo verbis et carmine fauces. It has also been 
asserted by very credible writers, that in the East there is an art 
of charming serpents by music, so as for a short time to suspend 
their disposition to hurt. From the possibility, therefore, of de- 
ception inthis respect, it is probable that this miracle was less 
frequently exercised; but there can be no reason to render the 
verb alps to kill, as some have proposed. The sense of the 
passage is clear from Luke x. 19. Isaiah xiii. 2.; and the power 
undoubtedly included the ability to heal the most dangerous 
wounds inflicted by the bites of venomous animals. To complete 
the sense the words kat ov ju} avrove BAaPovor must be supplied 
from the next clause. —4. Drinking poison without injury. Con- 
sidering the refinement to which the art of poisoning was by this 
time brought, and that it was even applied as a capital punish- 
ment, such a promise as this will appear highly important. Four 
instances are recorded of the exercise of the gift: that of Bar- 
sabas, by Papias, ap. Euseb. Ecc. H. III. 39.; of the Cecilian 
soldiers, by Ado, in his Martyrology; of Sabinus, Bishop of Ca- 
noso, by Gregory of Tours; and of Joshua Ben Levi, in the 
Talmud, who was cured by pronouncing the name of Jesus. It 
is worthy of remark, that Mohammed, who styled himself the 
Apostle of God, lost his life by poison; a circumstance which, 
compared with our Lord’s promise, at once exhibits his impos- 
ture. With @avaomdrv ze we must understand pdapuaxov. The 
same ellipsis occurs in Plutarch im Cesare: we vrvwotkoy ov 
Oavacov rexwxdra. It is supplied in Eurip. Ion. 616. dca¢ 
spayac Oo) pappaxwv Oavaciuwy Tvvaixee cvpov.—. Healing 
the sick. To this salutary influence we find ample testimonies 
during the first three centuries. See 1 Cor. xii. 19. 30. James 
y. 14, 15. Epiphanius relates, de Mensuris, §. 15. that soon 
after the destruction of Jerusalem the Christians returned from 
Pella, onusia péyaXa toyalouevor iaoewv. Among the operations 
of the Holy Spirit at baptism, Justin M. enumerates 70 rii¢ idoewe, 
Dial. Tryp. p. 258. Tertullian thus appeals to Scapula, a 
judge at Carthage, Apol. c. 4. Et quanti honesti virt, de vulga- 
ribus enim non dicimus, aut a demoniis aut valetudinibus reme- 
diati sunt? We then particularizes one Proculus, who so in- 
gratiated himself with Severus by the cure of Euodus, that he 
was retained in the palace till his death. Compare also Iren. IT. 
56, 57. Origen c. Cels. I. p. 34. II. p. 80. Arnob. adv. Gent. I. 
p. 35. VIII. p. 418. Wuuirsy, Grotius, DoppripgE, A. 
Cuarke, KuINoeEL. 


Ver. 19. avedhpOn sic Tov ovpavdy. Of our Lord’s ascension 
into heaven see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I, p. 522. for a sufficient 
Ff 2 
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reply to the leading objections which have been raised against it. 
Upon the assumption that the last twelve verses in this Gospel 
are spurious, it has been insinuated that Luke’s is the only 
narrative which has been given of the event. To this we may 
reply that our Lord himself predicted the event, and that the ful- 
filment of it was repeatedly asserted by St. Peter and St. Paul. 
Compare Acts i. 32. sqq. Ephes. iv. 10. vi. 9. Col. iv. 1. 1 Tim. 
iii, 16. Heb. vi. 19. viii. 1. rx. 12. 21. The phrase avapéoeobar 
eic ovpavor is used also of the translation of Elijah in 2 Kings 
ii. 10. Compare also Eecclus. xviii. 9. xlix. 16. 1 Mace. ii. 58. 
LXX. Of the phrase xaBiom i deFiwv see on Matt. xx. 20. 
It is here quoted from Psalm cx. 1., which is therefore to be un- 
derstood as prophetic of the ascension. Grotius, KUINOEL. 


Ver, 20. row Kupiov cuvvepyovvtoc. In accordance with his 
promise given in Matt. xxviii. 20. Compare 1 Cor. iii. 9. xv. 10. 
and elsewhere in the Epistles. The signs following are those 
mentioned supra, vv. 17, 18. Grorttus. 


ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL. 





CHAPTER I. 


Contents :— The Preface, vv. 1—4. The birth of John the 
Baptist foretold, vv. 5—25. The annunciation, vv. 26—88. 
Interview between Mary and Elizabeth, vv. 39—45. Mary's 
song of praise, vv.46—56. Birth of John, vv. 57—66. The 
prophetic song of Zacharias, vv. 6(—79. Education of the 
Baptist, v. 80. 


Verse 1. iredhmrep woddoi x. tr. A. On this Preface see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. pp. 304. 515.; and of the Apocryphal 
Gospels, to some of which the Evangelist has been supposed to 
allude, see Appendix I. of the same work, Vol. I. p.499. Many, 
however, if not all of these spurious productions, were of a later 
date than the Gospel of St. Luke; nor does it by any means follow 
that the narratives to which he refers were intentionally false or 
heretical, though we may fairly, perhaps, infer, that they were de- 
fective and erroneous. Such, at least, is the impression which this 
introductory statement of his object in writing naturally makes 
upon the mind: although the verb éwcyepetv by no means neces- 
sarily implies failure, as it sometimes signifies not merely ¢o af- 
tempt, but to accomplish. ALschin. Dial. Soc. II. 12. adda rt ody 
avroc, érelrep sionyét TOV Aoyov, éwexelonoac Aéyerv,k.t-rX. Ulpian 
had evidently his eye upon this place ¢x Demosth. p. 159. éra- 
Onmeo Tept TovTov ToAAol érexslonoay atoroyhoacIa. With 
respect to the word avara&ac0a, which has been understood as 
signifying to re-arrange a history already written, it is certain 
that the preposition does not always in composition retain its 
proper force. The word itself is not repeated in the N. T., and 
is generally of very rare occurrence: but ud ae is frequently 
no more than yeagev, as in Dion. Hal. Vol. I. p. 182. ed. 
Reiske: KadAfac 62 6 tac "AyooxAéove toakac avayoaac. 
That avardEacba diiynow is here simply to write a narrative, 
seems probable from what follows: tog xauoi yoda. In the 
N. T. the verb rAnpodopsiv, applied to thengs, signifies to per- 
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form, fulfil, accomplish, as in 2 Tim. iv. 5. or applied to persons, 
to persuade, convince, embolden, as in Rom. ww. 21. The de- 
rivative 7Anoopoota occurs also in the Epistles. In this passage, 
though applied to persons, most of the commentators coincide 
with the E. T. in adopting the latter signification of the word ; 
and similar catachreses are frequent in the best writers. ‘The 
sense is the same as if the construction were tv mpaypyarwv & 
év ipiv yevéoOa tAnpopopotpc0a: and this, in fact, seems to be 
the sense best suited to the tenor of the passage. The different 
derivations which have been assigned to the verb are of minor 
importance: it is found in the sense here affixed to it in Ctesias, 
Pers. 38. woAAoic Adyotc Kal doKtorg mAnoopophaavreg Meya- 
BvZov. Isocr. Or. Trap. gu? Eapvov rAnoopopnBeic yeyevino- 
Oa. Kutnoret, SCHLEUSNER, WETSTEIN, PALArRET, Grorius. 
—[Hammonp, CampBELL, &c.] 


Ver. 2. aw apxiig. So Acts xv. 7. ad jpeowrv apxaiwy. The 
expression is sometimes ne avwev in the next verse, 
to refer to the period at aot uke begins his narrative; but it 
should rather seem to icate the commencement of Christ’s 
ministry: an Yseon is called apxatoc pabnric, Acts xxi. 16. 
Neither is aes able that Adyoe is here to be understood of 
Christ personally, in which acceptation it seems peculiar to St. 
John. The word of God, or simply the word, was a common 
expression with the Jews for whatever God communicated to men 
for their instruction. See Lwke viii. 11. and compare Mark iv. 
14. Hence it came to denote the Gospel; and the idiom, even 
in the abridged form, occurs in Lwke viii. 12, 13. 15. Acts iv. 4. 
vi. 4, viii. 4. x. 44. xi. 19. xiv. 25. xvi. 6. xvii. 11. Hence it ap- 
pears that it is very familiar with this Evangelist; nor is there 
any reason for a different interpretation in this place. Some, 
indeed, would render rov Adyou the thing, not the word, sup- 
posing it to mean the same with woayyarwy in the preceding 
verse, and understanding by dryoérar those connected in the 
events, as the relations and immediate connections of Jesus. But 
in this case the plural would rather have been used as in v. 4. 
and wanoérnc always denotes a servant or agent employed by 
another in the performance of some work, as were the Apostles 
by Christ in the ministry of the Gospel. In the N. T. it is 
synonymous with Siakovoe: and in Acts vi. 4. we have 7 Svaxo- 
via tou Adyou opposed to diaxovia tpareZov, an imferior mi- 
nistry, which was soon to be committed to a set of stewards 
elected for the purpose.. Luke, therefore, doubtless received his 
information from those who had attended Jesus during his public 
ministry, and who, after his ascension, were entrusted with the 
propagation of his doctrine through the world. See also 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 293. note. Camppett, Ligurroor. 
—[Hamwonp, Brza, Grotius, Kurnozt.] 
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Ver. 3. mapnkoXovOnkére wacw axoiBoc. E. T. Having had 
perfect understanding of all things. But the verb ragaxoXov- 
Ociv signifies to follow up, to examine, to investigate. See 1 Tim. 
iv. 6. 2 Tim. iii. 10. So Demosth. p. 1178. roic¢ eiddouv axoiBwc 
dmavra ravra Ta Todypata we Ext Kal TapncoAovOnKdow dz’ 
dpxiic. 1463. dca rvyxavw Ov éureiplay Kat Td maonkoAovOnké- 
vat Toig Tedypaawy cidwe. Plin. Epist. VII. 16. Unum adjiciam, 
omnia me, quibus interfueram, queque statim, cum maxime. vera 
audiantur, audieram, vere persecutum. The historian intended 
to assert his diligence in procuring exact information rather than 
the possession of that information; thus contrasting himself with 
the avrdéara: Kat bmnoérar, from whom he derived his knowledge. 
CampBELL, Grotius, WeTsTEIN, KypKe. Some would render 
avwev from above, i. e. by inspiration, comparing John iii. 3. 31. 
xix. 11. James i. 17. ii. 15.17. But it frequently denotes 
simply from the top or beginning, as in Matt. xxvii. 51. Mark 
xy. 38. John xix. 23. Acts xxvi. 5., and such is unquestionably 
its import here, in reference to the early period at which this 
Gospel commences above that of St. Matthew and St. Mark. So 
Demosth. c. Nearch. p. 1370. BotAoua & tiv dxcouBéoreoov 
Tél avtov avwlev Smyijcacba Ka? fxacrov.  Virg. Georg. IV. 
575. Prima repetens ab origine famam. Wuitsy, WETSTEIN, 
Lientroor. The word xafc&j¢ does not necessarily refer to time, 
so that we cannot conclude from it, as some have hastily done, 
that St. Luke has strictly observed the true chronological order 
of events. It means distinctly, particularly, as opposed to con- 
JSusedly, generally ; and relates to the orderly classification of the 
several transactions recorded. Compare Acts xviii. 23. and see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 306. Campspety, Grotius, WHITBY. 
—[Beza, Le Crerc.] Of the individuality of Theophilus see 
also Horne. We may add that, on the other supposition, it 
would be the only instance of a feigned name in the N. T. 
Moreover, in the composition of an epithet, analogy requires that 
gidog should be placed in the beginning of the word; and we 
actually have the word g:Ad@oc in 2 Tim. iii. 4. Of the epithet 
koariore, it has been observed that it may be nothing more than 
an affectionate designation, as in Hor. Ep. I. 16. Optime Quanctz. 
But in this sense piArare would rather have been employed ; and 
in the N. T. it is always used as a title of excellency to men of 
rank, as in Acts xxiii. 26. xxiv. 3. xxyi. 25. So Hor. Sat. I. 
10. 82. Octavius optimus. There was certainly a person of 
this name resident at Jerusalem at the time when Luke wrote 
his Gospel. He is thus mentioned in Joseph. Ant. XX. 8. King 
Agrippa, removing Jesus the son of Gamaliel from the high- 
priesthood, tdwxev avtiv Marbig rt Ocopitov. CaMPBELL, 
WersteEIn, Lightroor.—[Hammonp.] ) 


Ver. 4. xarnxhOnc. There is some doubt whether this verb 
is to be understood in the sense of catechetical or viva voce in- 
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struction, or in that of information simply. It is derived from 
nxn, vor; and thence signifies, in the active voice demittere vo- 
cem per aures, and in the passive, to hear, as in Acts xxi. 21. 2A. 
in Plutarch, de flumin. pp. 1152. 1160, 1161, 1162. and so in 
Philo, Leg. ad Caium, p. 1020. Kkarhynrat ot ore kal TaVvTWY 
ieo@v Tov TavTaxov KadAoTéy zor. Instruction, however, 1s 
evidently intended in Acts xviii. 25. Rom. ii. 18. 1 Cor. xiv. 19. 
and this seems to be the sense best suited to the present passage, 
from which two arguments are deducible against the Romanists :-— 
1. against the sufficiency of oral tradition; and 2. against with- 
holding the Scriptures from the laity. Wurrsy.—[Kypxz.] 


Ver. 5. ‘Hodésov. This was Herod, surnamed the Great, an 
Idumean by birth, and the first king of Judah who was not of 
Jewish extraction. Hence the prophecy of Jacob in Gen. xlix. 
10. was now fulfilled ; for the sceptre had departed from Judah, 
and now was the time to look for the appearance of the Messiah. 
For an account of the family of the Herods, and also of the 
courses of priests, see Horne’s Introduction. The word épnpepia 
properly denotes a daily service, as that of the Prytanes at 
Athens ; and thence, by metonymy, the tribe itself, which offi- 
ciated. Hesych. épnpepta % rij¢ ipuéoac Aerovpyia. Hence, be- 
cause the Jewish courses of priests resembled, in several respects, 
the Athenian Prytanes, the name was transferred to them, though 
with some impropriety, as theirs was a weekly service. It has 
been supposed that Zacharias was either the high-priest or his 
deputy, and was now performing his grand office on the day of 
expiation. But he is called merely iepebe¢ tic, not apxtepede, as 
Luke iii. 2. ix. 22. and elsewhere: and Josephus states that 
Simon, son of Boethus, was high-priest that year; not to mention 
that the high-priest was of no course at all. The name of the Bap- 
tist’s mother, which was that of the wife of Aaron, (Hod. vi. 23.) 
is mentioned to shew that he was of the sacerdotal line both on 
his father’s and mother’s side; for though a priest might marry 
a Levitess, or indeed any daughter of Israel, (Hzra ii. 61. 
2 Chron. xxii. 11.) it was more honourable to take a wife of 
priestly descent. See Joseph. Vit. ent. c. Apion. 1. 7. Hence also 
Elizabeth and Mary might be relations, as stated in v. 36. though 
one was of the tribe of Levi, and the other of Judah. Elizabeth, 
who was of the family of Aaron, and therefore also of Moses and 
Miriam, was descended from the most illustrious characters 
in the whole Jewish history. Licgurroot, WuitTBy, GRorius, 
Macxknieut, A, CLrarke, Kurnoen, &c. 


[on THE CIRCUMSTANCES CONNECTED WITH THE BIRTHS OF JOHN 
THE BAPTIST AND OF CHRIST. 


It will readily be granted, that ifthe account of the conception 
and birth of John the Baptist, as contained in this first chapter 
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of St. Luke’s Gospel, is true, his mission is necessarily divine. 
The whole train of events which are here affirmed to have taken 
place, are of a nature so clearly beyond the power of human 
means to produce, that if they really happened as they are said 
to have happened, the authority of any fact founded upon them 
becomes unquestionable. Now it is certain, admitting the ge- 
nuineness of this part of the history, (of which see Horne, whi 
supra,) that these extraordinary facts have been on record from 
the time of the publication of St. Luke’s Gospel to the present 
day; and, therefore, if they were invented at all, they must have 
been invented either by Luke himself, in conjunction with the 
Apostles, and after the death of John, for the purpose of assisting 
the propagation of Christianity ; or by John himself, and his dis- 
ciples, during his life, in order to support a pretended claim to 
inspiration ; or, lastly, by Zacharias, with a view to some future 
and distant advantage to be derived from their fabrication. As 
to the first of these alternatives, it is utterly impossible that 
events of this nature could have been suppressed for so long a 
period, and given to the world nearly a century after they are 
said to have taken place. Had such miraculous occurrences, 
which had never before been heard of, appeared in a work pur- 
porting to be written by a professed advocate of a new religion, 
which was making its way in face of the most determined oppo- 
sition, they must have been enquired into, detected, and exposed. 
The Apostles themselves must have known that there were ready 
means, and those who were ready and willing to employ those 
means, of sifting the matter to the bottom; and that the slightest 
deviation from veracity would have involved in certain ruin the 
cause in which they were engaged. Nor is it less improbable. 
that the events in question should have been the invention of the 
Baptist himself. From their very nature, the knowledge of their 
existence, or of their supposed existence, must have been public 
during the infancy, and indeed before the birth of John. At the 
time when the angel appeared to Zacharias in the Temple, the 
whole multitude of the people were praying without. Now on 
the ordinary days of the week twenty-four men only, who from 
the nature of their office were called stationary men, attended 
the Temple service as representatives of the people. The day, 
therefore, on which Zacharias saw the vision, must either have 
been the Sabbath or some public festival, on which, exclusive of 
the whole course of priests in attendance, there was a more than 
ordinary concourse of worshippers in the Temple: and even of 
the priests alone, according to Josephus, there were thousands in 
each course of the twenty-four. Compare 2 Kengs xi. 5._ It 
must be allowed, then, that circumstances far less extraordinary 
than those recorded by St. Luke must have been remembered by 
some of the numerous assembly who witnessed them; and _con- 
sequently, that they could not afterwards have been set on foot, 
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and declared to have happened at such a time, in the face of so 
many who would have been able to contradict the assertion. The 
circumstances, in fact, whether real or pretended, can have hap- 
pened at no other time than that to which they are assigned by 
the Evangelist. In the first place Zacharias must have been 
prevented by his blindness, which his incredulity had brought 
upon him, from pronouncing the benediction after the burning of 
the incense: and this omission of what the Israelites regarded as 
the most essential and solemn part of the service, and received 
with the profoundest veneration, and which had probably never 
occurred before, would render the time of its occurrence particu- 
larly remarkable. — It was also the lot of Zacharias to burn in- 
cense when he went into the Temple of the Lord ; which was the 
most honourable part of the whole sacerdotal office, and no priest 
could perform it more than once. Sigon. Rep. Heb. I. 13. Nova 
semper accedebant sacerdotes, ut sortiantur ad suffiendum, et 
nullus bis suffitum adolebat. There was yet another circum- 
stance, which, from its public nature, would prevent any subse- 
quent invention of the miraculous birth of John the Baptist, and 
fix the precise date of its occurrence. At the circumcision of a 
child the relatives and friends of the family, to the number of ten 
at least, were invited to celebrate the event in a social entertain- 
ment. In the presence of these assembled guests, at the admi- 
nistration of the rite to John, Zacharias suddenly recovered his 
speech, according to the promise of the angel, and uttered a re- 
markable prophecy respecting his son. Independently, there- 
fore, of the miracle, the expectation of the fulfilment of the pre- 
diction would not allow them to forget the occasion ‘and the time 
of its delivery: the terror which they felt, and the conjectures 
which they formed, could not soon have been obliterated from 
their minds. John could never, therefore, have ventured to 
attract the attention of the Jews by a relation of facts which he 
stated to have happened at a certain time and place, and by ap- 
pealing to multitudes as witnesses of those facts, when there was 
not a being in existence who had so much as heard of them. The 
imposture must have been immediately detected and exposed, 
and even if it did not at once confound the Christian cause, Luke 
could never have hazarded a repetition of it. Waiving the im- 
possibility, however, is it probable that John would have been 
the person to set the contrivance on foot? Human impostures 
are invariably conducted on calculating principles : they are never 
undertaken without a view to present, or a prospect of future ad- 
vantage. But the severe austerities of the Baptist can never be 
reconciled with worldly considerations: while his steady oppo- 
sition to prevailing vices, and the undaunted firmness with which 
he rebuked sin, even in Herod himself, are a convincing proof 
that he had no ambitious views to promote, and that he must 
needs have been prepared for that death which was the conse- 
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quence of his perseverance. Had John been so inclined, the 
most favourable opportunities offered of gratifying the most as- 
piring wish; at one time in particular the Jews seem to have re- 
quired but his own sanction to,receive him as their expected 
Messiah. But he confessed, and denied not; but confessed, I 
am not the Christ: John i. 23. With every unbiassed enquirer 
this candid declaration alone would be sufficient to establish 
his mission, and confirm his pretensions as a messenger from 
Heaven. ‘ 

The only remaining supposition of imposture abounds with 
such extravagant absurdities that it cannot stand for an instant. 
If any part of the miraculous events in question were the inven- 
tion of Zacharias, they must all have been so; and among the 
rest the prediction of the angel concerning the future destination 
of John. Now it has been already proved that this prediction, 
whether truly delivered by the angel, or pretended to have been 
so delivered, must have been public at that very period to which 
it is assigned, i. e. nine months previous to the Baptist’s birth. 
In the case of fraud then the supposed promise of a son, was 
given to Zacharias at a period when Elizabeth was not onl 
unlikely, but from her peculiar situation, independently of-her 
advanced age, unable to bear a child at all. Admitting, however, 
that contrary to all expectation and probability she had actually 
conceived, and that upon this foundation Zacharias had hazarded 
the prediction, could he possibly have ventured to declare that 
her delivery, especially in her particular case, would be unat- 
tended with danger either to herself or her child? And even 
should the hope of success have induced him to prosecute a 
scheme so absurd, could he have presumed still further that the 
infant should assuredly be a made, and that he should live, par- 
ticularly under the disadvantages which attended the birth of 
John, to the age of manhood? Still further, could he promise 
himself that the child, should he live, would turn out so utterly 
depraved as to engage in an imposture so iniquitous, and that he 
should have strength and abilities to support the character as- 
signed him? These multiplied absurdities evince, beyond the 
slightest possibility of doubt, that the prediction could not, in 
the case of forgery, have been delivered before the birth of the 
Baptist, nor indeed till he had attained a vigour of constitution 
far beyond the promise which his early years would naturally ex- 
hibit. The same observations will apply to the prophecy of Za- 
charias himself at the time of his son’s circumcision. But it has 
already appeared, from a consideration of the events which at- 
tended these prophecies, that they must have been public at a 
much earlier period, and that they could not have been brought 
into subsequent notice. It appears, therefore, with the strictly 
logical force of a mathematical reductio ad absurdum, that an 
imposture in the case supposed is not only morally improbable, 
but physically impossible. 
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Nor does the matter end here.—The whole train of events re- 
corded in this chapter are so inseparably connected, that the au- 
thenticity of each and all must be at once admitted, or rejected. 
If Zacharias was concerned in their fabrication, he could not have 
been the only person in the plot; Elizabeth, and Mary, and the 
rest, must each have had their share in it, and their particular 
parts to act. Now it is certain that the character for virtue and 
piety attributed to all of these persons in the Gospel, must have 
been in accordance with the general opinion of the times. Would 
Zacharias then, or whichever of them was the first contriver of 
the supposed imposture, have hazarded his reputed character, 
which was indispensable to the prosecution of his design, by 
_ trusting his secret to any person, whosoever he might be? From 
the very nature of the undertaking, the incitements to treachery 
were infinitely more powerful than those to concealment ; not to 
mention the extreme improbability of success. The benefits 
which they could expect from the enterprise were at all events 
uncertain, and could not be looked to for the next thirty years at 
least; whereas the reward of exposure would be instant and 
sure; and, if at all corresponding with the well-known aversion 
of the Jews from the whole Christian scheme, considerable. 
Again, success would appear still less likely from the fears and 
doubts and incapacities naturally attendant upon old age on the 
one hand, and from the inconstancy and inexperience of youth on 
the other. For Joseph and Mary, on the supposition that the 
former had not been ‘previously married, which is the opinion 
most strongly supported, must have been very young at this time. 
- Wedlock was reckoned by the Jews among the affirmative pre- 
cepts, and from the strong desire of issue the espousals fre- 
quently took place at fen years of age, and few men were un- 
married at eighteen. In short, whether the character, circum- 
stances, and condition of the persons concerned, or the nature of 
the plot itself, or the probable chance of success, are jointly or 
separately considered, the whole affair is so completely immersed 
in absurdity, and so totally inconsistent with the ordinary views 
of human prudence and foresight, that infidelity itself must surely 
pause before it trust to its boasted reason, in denouncing such 
manifest truths as mere fabrication and falsehood. 

With respect to the miraculous conception of our blessed 
Lord, however extraordinary in itself, and-above the reach of 
human reason to comprehend, it is not on that account to be 
rejected as incredible. Not only is the evidence upon which it 
rests of that irrefragable nature, that it cannot, without sophistry, 
be impeached, but no other mode of generation could have con- 
sisted with the Gospel scheme of redemption. It was necessary 
that Christ should in no degree partake of the natural pollution 
of the human race, as in that case he would have himself been 
included in the general condemnation of Adam’s progeny. Jn 
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Adam all die: and as the sentence upon universal guilt was also 
universal, a Redeemer was. to be found pure of every stain of 
innate and contracted guilt. Since, therefore, every person 
produced in the natural way could not but be contaminated by 
original corruption, the purity requisite to the efficacy of the Re- 
deemer’s atonement, made it necessary that the manner of his 
conception should be supernatural. Had the office of Christ 
been merely that of a teacher or prophet, a mere man might have 
done the whole business; but to this higher office such an one 
would have been unequal. So close is the connection of this ex- 
traordinary fact with the cardinal doctrines of the Gospel. See 
on Matt. xxviii. 19. Brit, Ligutroot, Wuitsy, ALLIx, Hors- 
LEY, Macknieut, &c. 


Ver. 6, tveémiov tov Osov. In the sight of God; i. e. truly 
and sincerely pious; an Hebraism of which there is a similar 
example in Gen. vii. 1. To the same effect we have in Plut. 
Probl. Rom. p. 274. A. kal 76 év braibow wadora TH¢ eivat SoKet 
tov Ade évwmiov. See onv. 15. infra. The word aueurroi more 
immediately regards their irreproachable conduct in the eyes of 
men. In the explanatory sentence which succeeds évroAai and 
ducawpara are referred by the generality of commentators, either 
to the moral and ceremonial, or to the Levitical and natural law, 
respectively; but perhaps the terms are nearly synonymous, as 
in Gen. xxvi. 5. LXX. Suidas: Sccauwmara’ vopoc, évrodat. 
We may compare Ovid. Met. I. 328. Innocuos ambos, cultores 
numinis ambos. In the phrase rp0BeBnkwe év rate iypépare, (v. 7.) 
the preposition answers to the Hebrew 3, and zjyéoa is also 
used according to the Hebrew idiom. The classical expression 
is tooBaivey 7 nAute or Kata THY HALKlav ; and in Latin atate 
provecti. We have reo0eBnkade taic tipépace in Josh. i. 23, and 
Toop eSnkdrec Hugowy in Gen. xviii. 11. LXX. . The time of 
life here denoted could not be more than fifty; after which a 
priest was forbidden to officiate: Numb. viii. 25. A more ad- 
vanced age is expressed by pof3<Bnkvia év rjpépate roAAaic in 
Luke ii. 36. Kuinort, Werstern, Macxnicut, Muntuet.— 
[LicutrooT, Grottus. | 


Ver. 9. traye tov Ovardoa. Scil. cAjpov, or pépoc. The 
former is supplied in Acts i.17. By vaov is here meant the 
sanctuary, in which was the altar of incense, as distinguished 
from the whole Temple, ro isodyv, in one of the courts of which, 
viz. that of the Israelites, the people were praying, v.10. The 
form jv toeocevydusvov for reoonbxero is frequent in this Evan- 
gelist. Compare infra, v. DL sO8e tis Biol, le Poe: 44. v. Dol TZ. 
Acts x. 30. and elsewhere. So Eur. Hee. 669, obxér’ ei BAerovca 
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Sc. 122. fv 8 7d piv odv oresdwv. See also my note on Hom. 
ll. E. 873. Bos, CampBett. 

Ver. 11. &p0n 88 abr &yysoc x. 7. A. Some imagine that 
this took place at the morning, others at the evening sacrifice ; 
but neither opinion is properly supported, nor is the question of 
any moment. It has been attempted also to point out other in- 
stances parallel with the appearance of the angel; but although 
it should seem from v. 32. that similar visions had been known, 
the stories of Hyrcanus and Simon the Just, related by Josephus, 
which have been usually cited, are not, perhaps, to be relied on. 
We may compare, however, Judg. xiii. 2. sqq. Dan. x. 7. With 
respect to the angel’s appearing on the right side of the altar of 
incense, it may be observed, that an omen on the right side was 
usually considered fortunate by the ancients. See Homer, passim, 
and my note on Il. B. 353. The phrase éaurimrety ém’ abrov is 
generally regarded as an Hebraism. Compare Exod. xv. 16. 
Judith xv. 2. Acts x. 10. xix. 17. and v. 65. infra. The classi- 
cal construction is with a dative, as in Thucyd. III. 87. 4 vdécoc 
TO SebTEpov éwétEce TOIC -AOnvatore. MackNIGHT, WHITBY, 
Grotius, WETSTEIN. : 


Ver. 18. 1 dénote cov. There are different opinions respect- 
ing the purport of this prayer. Some suppose that Zacharias 
had been offering up a private petition for a son, or that the 
angel perhaps referred to the supplications which in early life, 
conformably with the desire of issue so prevalent among the Jews, 
he had made for the removal of Elizabeth's sterility, which he 
could not but regard as a severe calamity, though in the counsels 
of Providence it proved an inestimable blessing. The birth of 
John, the fore-runner, as that of Isaac, the type of Christ, was 
for the wisest reasons to be ‘miraculous; and the old age and 
barrenness of Elizabeth, as of Sarah, combined ‘to render it, ‘hu- 
manly speaking, impossible. Compare Gen. xi. 30. xvii. 17. 
xvili. 11. This apparent impossibility, however, would naturally 
have suggested to Zacharias the propriety of resignation to the 
divine will, and prayers for a'son must at length ‘have appeared 
vain, at'the same time that he would scarcely have intermingled 
private concerns with public devotions; and-the angel’s declara- 
tion obviously refers to the prayers which he was at that time 
putting up. It is more reasonable, therefore, to suppose that.he 
was making intercession for the coming of the Messiah, in whom 
all the nations of the earth were to be blessed. Nor is there any 
force in the objection that the angel merely announced the birth 
of John; for the appearance of ‘the forerunner necessarily im- 
plied the subsequent appearance of the Messiah also. Before 
toral, in the next verse, "Iwavyne should probably be supplied, 
in allusion to the Hebrew derivation of the name, which signifies 
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the grace, or mercy of God, and is also used to express joy and 
rejoicing. Compare Matt. i. 21. xvi. 18. Hence it was justly 
given to the Messiah’s harbinger, who was sent to proclaim the 
approaching embassy of Grace, and to introduce the glad tidings 
of the Gospel. The word ayadXiacie is more emphatic than 
xapa, denoting properly a joyous excitement, accompanied by 
some gesture, as dancing, leaping, or the like. See vv. 44. 47. 
By the many, (wodXoi,) are intended the pious Jews who were 
anxiously looking for the consolation of Israel ; and those whom 
the preaching of the Baptist would induce to repent, and prepare 
for admission into the Messiah’s kingdom. Grorrus, Ligurroot, 
Macxnieut, KurnoeL.—[RosENMULLER. ] 


Ver. 15. étveémiov Kupiov. Some understand Képioe of the 
Lord Christ, whom John was to precede; but when the article 
is omitted, the Lord Jehovah is generally, though not universally, 
intended. It is true that rod is inserted in the old editions, and 
recognized by several MSS., but Gréesbach has produced suffi- 
cient authority for its rejection. Of the use of the article before 
Ozd¢ and Kipioc see on Mait. iv. 3. To the remarks there 
offered it may be added, that while Oz6¢, which occurs more than 
thirteen hundred times in the N. T., invariably conforms ‘to the 
law of Regimen, and other rules of common appellatives, Kéoro¢ 
approaches more nearly to a proper name, and by it the LXX 
have frequently expressed the Hebrew 117. Generally, there- 
fore, in the N. T., where there is no reason for omitting the 
article, 6 Osc denotes the one true God, as distinguished from 
other 9<of : and Kupuoc, without the article, without the addition of 
the name of Christ, and so circumstanced that no rule for appella- 
tives will account for the omission of the article, almost always - 
signifies God the Father, though a few instances occur in which 
itisso used of God the Son, as 2 Cor. iii. 17, 18. 1 Thess. v. 2. 
2 Pet. iii. 10. In the LXX also the false Gods of Egypt and 
Canaan are called Q<ot, but never Képro., which is the more re- 
markable when we consider the etymology and meaning of 
m>yn. This, however, they have never rendered by Kéovor, 
but have commonly left untranslated by giving the word BaaAsiu. 
To return to the passage before us: those who by Képroc¢ under- 
stand God, either interpret the expression as in Acts vii. 46., or 
explain it of the unerring judgment of God, in opposition. to’the 
fallibility of man, or regard it as another instance of the Hebrew 
idiom noticed in v. 6. supra. So also Acts vil. 20. doreiog Te 
Qj. This last seems to be the true interpretation: and the im- 
port is that John would be exceedingly great, viz. in respect of 
his character, his office, his inspiration, and the success of ‘his 
ministry, as it is explained by the angel himself. Mrippzerow, 
Macknicut.—[Grotius, WHITBY. ] sh aes 

Ibid. oivov «ai beaters py aty. This is a Nazaritic injunc- 
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gumist explains oivov Kat ofxeoa of old and new wine ; but the 
latter is an Hebrew word denoting any fermented liquor, from 
DW, to énebriate. It is retained by the LXX in those passages 
where the law of the Nazarite is laid down; but in 1 Sam. i. 15. 
they translate it ué0voua. Hesych. oixepa’ oivog ovpuryne 
Hovapacwy, } Tav Tépa zuToLovy MEOnv, pH 2E aprédov 02 oKEvac- 
rév. CAMPBELL, Liautroot, Grotius. The words éri ék Kol- 
Afac p. a. cannot be referred, as some suppose, to John’s dedica= 
tion as a Nazarite; but, as the construction plainly indicates, to 
his early inspiration. In Scripture, to be filled with the Holy 
Ghost commonly signifies that divine afflatus by which the pro- 
phets usually spoke; and so in this chapter it is applied to Za- 
charias, Mary, and Elizabeth. That the expression from his 
mother’s womb means simply very early, is manifest from a va- 
riety of passages; and it may be illustrated by the remark that 
our Lord exercised his prophetical gifts at the age of twelve 
years among the doctors in the Temple: Luke ii.49. Compare 
Job xxxi. 18. Psalm l\viii. 8. Isaiah xlviii. 8. Jerem. i. 5. Gal. 
i. 15. It has been suggested, indeed, that even before his birth 
the spirit was communicated to John, when he leaped in his 
mother’s womb at the salutation of Mary: and in one MS. the 
reading is év ry kotAfa. But the emotion in question was doubt- 
less imperceptible to the child itself. Mackniagur, Hammonp, 
Wuitrsy.—[Grotius, A. CLarKE. ] 


Ver. 17. étvdémv advrov. The commentators are not agreed 
with respect to the reference of the relative avrov. Some sup- 
pose that it is put emphatically for Christ, and compare Luke v. 
17. 1 Johnii. 6.12. But in these passages the reference is 
clear and unquestionable; whereas here, in strictness of con- 
struction, the relative is immediately connected with Kipuov rov 
Oc6v, (v. 16.) answering precisely to the Jehovah Elohim of the 
Hebrew Scriptures. This construction is moreover confirmed by 
v. 76. infra, and by Luke iii. 4. compared with Mal. iii. 1., in 
all which places Christ is evidently the subject of discourse. 
Christ, therefore, according to this construction, which is un- 
doubtedly correct, is here called the Lord God; and conse- 
quently, equal to the Father, as touching his Godhead. Hot- 
DEN.—[KurtnoeEt.] The phrase zoofoxeoOa tvdmidv rwoe im- 
plies to precede a prince in his journey, in allusion to an Eastern 
custom, of which see Horne, as cited on Matt. iii. 3. Of John, 
as typified by Elias, see on Matt. xi. 14. The word Sivawe 
does not here imply miraculous power, as usually in the N. T. 

Ibid. tmiorpipa xapdiac x. r. X. Here isan evident allusion 
to Mal. iv. 6., but there is some difference of opinion with re- 
spect to the precise import of the expression employed by the 
angel and the prophet. Some suppose that the fathers are the 
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Patriarchs, and the children the Jews, who would be brought 
back by the preaching of the Baptist to the innocency of life, and 
purity of religion, which characterized the Patriarchal times. 
Others understand the words as prophetic of a reconcilia- 
tion of the discordant sects of Jews, and the consequent differ- 
ences of families, and Christ, as the Father, or Head, to whom 
they should be turned by repentance; while others, again, by 
the fathers and children explain Jew and Gentile respectively, 
who would be alike admitted to the privileges of the Gospel. 
Probably nothing more is meant than a prediction of the general 
philanthropy and good-will which it was the object of Christianity 
to introduce among mankind. The translation with the children 
is forced and unsatisfactory. In the ensuing clause the adjective 
ame@cic is not governed by émorpéfa, as in the E. T., but by 
éromdoat; for although the preposition év is sometimes used for 
si¢ or é7t, it is scarcely probable, even if any examples could be 
adduced in which the verb émiorpéPai is joined with év, that St. 
Luke would have altered the construction of the preceding 
clause, in which, as well as in the last verse, it is joined with éaf: 
not to mention that the copula cat would thus be requisite before 
eromaoat. The words év dpoviioe dicaiwy express the manner 
in which the Baptist was to effect these changes, viz. by incul- 
cating that disposition of mind which righteous men regard as 
the only genuine wisdom. By azefsic may be intended either 
the disobedient or unbelieving ; but, as opposed to ducatwy, the 
former meaning is probably correct. It has been proposed to 
render the participle careoxcvacuévoy collected, gathered toge- 
ther, to avoid a tautology between its received interpretation and 
that of groysaca. But there is no reason to depart from its or- 
dinary signification, prepared, equipped for service; i. e. fur- 
nished with those virtues and graces which the service of Christ 
required. Xenophon: orparo¢ KarecKkevacpévoc. Demosthenes : 
vave Kkarsoxevacuévy. There is a reference to Isaiah xl. 3. 
CampBeLt, Giupin, Exsner, Macknicut.—[Wurrtsy, Licut- 
FOOT. | ‘ 


Ver. 18. xara ri; Scil. onuciov. The same question, and with 
the same ellipsis, is asked by Abraham in Gen. xv. 8. LXX. 
Compare Judg. vi. 15. 1 Sam. xxix. 4. Lucian. Scyth. 594. 
The cases of Abraham and Zacharias, however, are very different. 
Abraham did not distrust the promise of God, but merely desired 
a sign in confirmation of his faith; whereas Zacharias did not 
believe at all. See v. 20. and compare Gen. xv. 6. xvii. 16. 
Rom. iv. 18. Hence, though a sign was given to him, it was at 
the same time a punishment also, the continuance and public re- 
mission of which was admirably calculated to fix the attention of 
the Jews to the divine character of sy A ae child. A similar 
question was far more pardonable in Mary, (v. 34.) whose youth 
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and inexperience might excuse a degree of hesitation which 
would be far less pardonable in an aged priest. Besides, the 
case of Mary was entirely without example, whereas Zacharias 
was well acquainted with the instances of Sarah, and of the wives 
of Manoah and Elcana, who, after long barrenness, conceived by 
the promise of angels. It should seem too that Mary’s enquiry 
proceeded from weakness of apprehension rather than want of 
faith; for in her reply to the angel in v. 38. she expresses the 
firmest reliance on the promised goodness of God. See also 
v.45. Many of the commentators have ascribed the unbelief of 
Zacharias to a suspicion that the angel was an evil spirit who de- 
signed to delude him. This, however, is altogether inconsistent 
with the sanctity of the holy place, the important office in which 
he was engaged, and the exalted purpose for which the child 
was designed. By declaring himself to be Gabriel, the angel 
would naturally direct the attention of Zacharias to the important 

' message respecting the Messiah, which he had been formerly 
employed to convey to the prophet Daniel, and which was now 
on the very eve of its accomplishment. See Dan. viii. 16. ix. 21. 
The import of the name Gabriel, OND, is dbvamic Oeov, the 
power of God. Grotrus.—[Macknicut, Wuitsy, Licut- 
FooT, &c. | 


Ver. 20. cw7ev, cat wy Suvvdpevoc AaAjoa. An affirmation, 
joined with a denial of its contrary, is expressive of peculiar em- 
phasis. St. John is particularly partial to this idiom. Compare 
also Acts xiii. 11. xvii. 9., and see my note on Hom. Il. A. 416. 
Soph. Cid. T. 58. Pent. Gr. p. 11. As xw@de signifies either 
deaf, as in Matt. xi. 5. Mark vii. 82. 37. ix. 23. Luke vii. 22. 
or dumb, as in Matt. ix. 33. xii. 22. xv. 31. Luke xi. 14. it has 
been thought that ovww7yv, in order to avoid the pleonasm, should 
here be rendered deaf, instead of silent. So Theophylact, Eu- 
thymius, and others. And that Zacharias lost both speech and 
hearing is sufficiently clear from v. 62. It is probable, therefore, 
that kw@dc, in v. 22., like the Hebrew WN, signifies both deaf 
and dumb; but there is no authority for extending the ordinary 
meaning of cwaav. Macxnicut, Rosenmutier, Kurnorn.— 
[Grotius, Hammonp, Dopprinvez.] Of the form av@ dy», be- 
cause, see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 480. So Luke xix. 44. Acts xii. 23. 
2. Thess. ii. 10. Soph. Ant. 1068. It is sometimes merely illa- © 
tive, as in Luke xii. 3. In the end of the verse we have tic rov 
kaipov for év 7 carp. Compare Matt. ii. 23. So Aristeen. Ep. 
I. 5. 4 yelrwv sic kaipdov épavn. GROTIUS. 


Ver. 21. 20atpalov tv tp xo. avtév. It appears from the 
Talmud, in Joma, p. 43, 2. that the priest never made any long 
stay in the sanctuary; and a story is there related of Simon the 
Just, that upon one occasion he remained so long that the people 
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were preparing to enter in upon him. He excused himself by 
saying that he had been praying for the preservation of the 
Temple; and, as all that is here recorded of Zacharias and the 
angel might have passed in a few minutes, it is probable that he 
spent some time in private devotion, during which the time passed 
faster than he was aware. Licurroor, DoppripcE. 


Ver. 23. Xerovpytac. Hence the English word Liturgy. It 
denotes primarily any publie service, whether civil or religious ; 
from the obsolete adjective Afiroe, publicus. Lysias uses the 
verb Aerovpysiv, publico munere fungi. So Aristot. Polit. IT. 
kowae Astroupytac. Both with Jews and Gentiles, however, it 
was more especially applied to sacred offices; and in this sense 
it is synonymous with teparsta, v. 9. supra. Thus Hesych. de- 
TovoytKac’ isoaruxac. Compare Phil. ii. 17. Heb. viii. 6. ix. 21. 
x. 11. Hence it was applied to the solemnization of the rites of 
the Christian Church, as in Aets xiii. 2. Rom. xv. 16. and thence 
to set forms appointed for such solemnization. It is applied to 
almsgiving, as a Christian service, in Rom. xv. 27. 2 Cor. ix. 
12, 13. Phil. ii. 25. 30. The service in which Zacharias was 
now employed consisted, during the remainder of the week, in 
manual duties chiefly, with which his dumbness did not interfere. 
He remained, therefore, at Jerusalem till the end of his course, 
during which time he was not permitted to leave the precincts of 
the Temple, or to have any intercourse with his wife. Hammonp, 
CAMPBELL, GRorTIvs. 


Ver. 24. ovvédaBev. Scil. vidv, as in v. 36. Different exposi- 
tions have been given by the commentators of the words zeo:é- 
kouPev éavrnv, she concealed herself. Some suppose them to 
mean that Elizabeth concealed her situation for a while, lest she 
should expose herself to ridicule, by speaking of it before she was 
fully assured of its reality; and it has been disputed whether the 
Jive months of this concealment were the first or the last of her 
pregnancy. This enquiry is at once set at rest by the fact that 
in the sixth month she visited her cousin Mary, in reference to 
which alone the five months are mentioned; nor is it.clear that 
the words will admit of this interpretation, even if any conceal- 
ment were necessary in the early stage of conception. It is more 
probable, therefore, that she kept herself private for the purposes 
of devotion and silent meditation on the goodness of God, as 
well as to avoid any defilement or uncleanness, which she might 
impart to the Nazarite in her womb. See Judg. xiii. 4. That 
this is the true sense of the passage is plainly intimated in the 
next verse, wherein she expresses her gratitude to God for re- 
moving her reproach. In this light barrenness was always re- 
garded by the Jews, from the promises which God had repeatedly 
made, to multiply the offspring of ue obedient people, and more 
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particularly from the desire of giving birth to the Messiah. 
Hence the similar ejaculation of Rachel in Gen. xxx. 23, LXX, 
ageiArsy 6 Osde To dveddc pov. Compare Hod. xxxii. 13. Levit. 
xxvi. 9. Deut. vii. 13. 1. Sam. i. 11. Psalm cxxvii. 3, 4, 5. Isaiah 
iv. 1. liv. 1. 4. Ligurroot, Wurrsy, DoppripGe, KurnoEL.— 
[Grortus.] The verbs roviv and ‘éredsiv are both used in a 
good sense, to do good, to shew favour. So emriBdérew, v. 48. 
Respicere, occurs frequently in the same sense in Latin. Terent. 
Adelph. V. 8. 9. Nec qué eam respiciat quisquam est. WeET- 
STEIN. 


Ver. 28. yaipe, kexagirwuévyn. The participle is rendered in 
the Vulgate gratid plena; and some of the commentators have 
explained it in an active sense, so that the salutation should mean 
Hail, gracious person! In defence of this interpretation Psaln 
xviii. 26. is adduced, according to the version of Symmachus : 
pera TOU KeXaoliTwpévov yaoiTwOhay. So Ecclus. ix. 8. xviii. 17. 
LXX. Suidas also explains the adjective yapteoyo¢ by ra Ke- 
Xapirwpéva toyaléuevoc. The word, however, is found in no 
classical writer, nor elsewhere in the N. 'T. except in Ephes. i. 6. 
which is decidedly in favour of the common version. Phavorinus: 
Kexapitwpsevyn’ TepiAnpévy. Besides, the import of the salutation 
is clearly marked by the explanatory clause in v. 30. cipec yaouv 
mapa tT Oe. The same words are also used of Noah, Gen. vi. 
8. of Joseph, Gen. xxxix. 4. and of David, Acts vii. 16. so that — 
here is nothing in them.to authorize the Romish adoration of the 
Virgin. With the formula Képzoc pera cov the E. T. supplies zor, 
but Eorw is preferable, as being in accordance with the usual mode 
of salutation among the Jews. Compare Judg. vi. 12. Ruth ii. 4. 
The phrase evAoynuévyn év yuvarkiv, blessed among women, is a 
Hebrew form of the superlative, denoting happiest of women. So 
Psaim xciv. 8. LXX. apoovec tv Kaw. Cant. I. 8. Kadi dv yu- 
vai. Somewhat similar is Callim. Frag. CKXXI. 1. wonsia yu- 
vakev. In Latin also we meet with the same idiom, as in Liv. 
XXIII. 44. Magna memorabilisque fuisset inter paucas. Com- 
pare also Judg. v. 24. LXX. Mary’s astonishment respecting 
the nature of the salutation arose perhaps, independently of her 
terror at the sight of an angel, from the infrequency of offering 
any salutation whatever to a woman, and more especially of that 
exalted kind with which Gabriel addressed her. See the Talmud, 
in Kiddushim, p. 70, 1. It should have been remarked that the 
words 2& oixov Aapie, inv. 27. refer to wap8évov, the intervening 
sentence being parenthetical. St. Luke intended more particu- 
larly to state that the Virgin was of the family of David. Wuit- 
BY, Grotius, LicguTroor, WAKEFIELD, KvuInorL. — [Ham- 
monD.] Of the next verse, which relates the exact accomplish- 
ment of Isaiah, vii. 14. see on Matt. xvi. 22, 23. 
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Ver. 32. obrog ora méyac, x. 7. X. In this and the following 
verse the angel seems to allude to the prophecies in Isaiah ix. 
6, 7. Dan. vii. 14. which speak of the glory, extent, and per- 
petuity of the Messiah’s kingdom. With respect to the extent of 
Christ's dominion, the prophecy does not mean to confine it to 
the house of Jacob, i. e. to the Jews only; but these are men- 
tioned as being first called to embrace the Gospel, before it was 
extended to the reception of the Gentile world. See Lsaiah xiv. 
1. xliv. 5. The predicted perpetuity of Christ’s government has 
been supposed to contradict the Apostle’s declaration in 1 Cor. 
xv. 28. that, after the final judgment, the Son shall deliver up 
the kingdom to God, even the Father. In order to account for 
this apparent discrepancy, a distinction has been drawn between 
the spiritual and mediatorial kingdoms of the Messiah, the 
former of which will endure for ever over his saints and angels in 
Heaven, but the latter will cease with the existence of the Gospel 
dispensation at the end of the world. But the phrase ci¢ rove 
aiwvac. should rather be understood comparatively, in reference 
to the limited duration of earthly kingdoms. Wuirsy, Grorius. 
—[Macxnient. | ; 

Ibid. vide wficrov. The Unitarians translate A Son of the 
most high God; and in v. 35. A Son of God. To be consistent 
they should write A most high God. But, if the phrases are to” 
be taken in an inferior sense, the prophecy of the angel will 
simply mean that our Lord would be a righteous person, and the 
inference implied in 66 will amount to nothing more. It is also- 
observable that Zacharias does not prophecy in v. 75. that John 
would be called vide iWicrov, or vib¢ Ocov, which in this case he 
well might have done; but he says toophrne tiorov kAnOjoy, 
which is not more appropriately applied to the Baptist than vide 
iisrov is toChrist. The article is omitted because 6 vide after 
KAnOfoerar would not be Greek: and Regimen may exclude the 
article before iicrov. MippLetTon.—[ WAKEFIELD. | . 


Ver. 34. rac tora rovro; See above, on v. 18. The inference 
which the Papists adduce from this question, that Mary was 
under a vow of perpetual virginity, is at once set aside by the 
consideration that virginity was a reproach among the Jews, that 
marriage was mentioned among the positive precepts of the law, 
and that she was actually espoused to Joseph at the time of the 
annunciation. Wuirsy. In the next verse rvevpa dytoy is com- 
monly taken in the personal sense; and the verb émvoxiddewv is 
supposed to have a reference to the motion of the Spirit at the 
creation. See Gen.i. 2. But a divine influence suits the occasion 
equally well, and conforms better with the general usage; and, 
indeed, Sbvauc ticrov, in the succeeding clause, seems to be 
added in explanation of mvevua ayov in the present. Compare 
1 Cor. vi. 14, with Rom. viii. 11. and see also Luke xxiv. 49. 
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Acts i. 8.1 Tim. iii. 16. 1 Pet. iii. 18, The phrases érfoyes0ac 
aml -rwoe and 2mioxéZev are metaphorical, signifying to exert an 
influence over one ; and, in reference to the Holy Ghost, they 
here denote that supernatural energy by which the miraculous 
conception was effected. Of the expression 7d yevydémevov aytov 
see on Matt. i. 20. MippLeron, WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 36. iv txrog atta KK. tr. A. So Herod. III. 56. we afi 
réocepec tyeydvecay 1p1Eoat ToALopKéovet Dayov. Polyzn. Strat. 
IV. 6. 18. Xe pnvev xodvoc } TH mwoAwopkia. Arrian. Exped. 
Alex. VII. 14. 2. iB86un re héoa Hoe tv adtq Tie vdcov. With 
the next verse, which seems to have been a proverb, we may 
compare Gen. xviii. 14. LXX. pj) advvarnoe rapa tH Oe@. In 
both instances pia is used for toaypa, as infra v. 65. ii, 15. 19. 
and frequently in the best writers. See also on Matt. xiv. 25. 
and with the construction compare Matt. xxiv. 22. Rom. iii. 20. 
The ejaculation in v. 38. is a customary phrase, expressive of pa- 
tient resignation and prompt obedience. So 1 Sam. iii. 9, 10. 
Acts ix. 10. Heb. x. 7.9. Wrtsrein, WuItTBy, GROTIUS. . 


Ver. 39. tv craic hpépae rabrac. Scil. tv rq pnvi TY Exty, 
v. 26. The phrase here employed is much more definite than év 
juéoae éxetvarc, which frequently refers, as in Lwke ii. 1. and 
elsewhere, to a period at some distance. Compare infra, v. 24. 
Luke vi. 12. xxiii. 7. xxiv. 18. Acts i. 5. xi. 27. xxi. 15. The 
observation that Mary rose up pera orovdne, with haste, fixes 
the time in the present instance. For this haste many important 
reasons concurred. Independently of her wish to congratulate 
Elizabeth, she would naturally avail herself of the first opportu- 
nity of confirming her faith by the sign which the angel had pro- 
posed to her, of acquainting her cousin and Zacharias with the 
promise which had been made to her, and of obtaining their tes- 
timony in favour of her own reputation, and in support of the 
wonderful revelation which had been made to her. It may be 
right to add, that the city here spoken of is generally supposed 
to have been Hebron, as being not only one of the cities of the 
priests, and given to the posterity of Aaron for an inheritance, 
(Josh. xxi. 11.) but situated in the mountains of Judah, (Josh. 
xi, 21.) which, running from North to South, gave the name of 
the Hill Country to that part of Judea. See Horne’s Geogra- 
phical Index. It has been supposed, however, but without any 
authority, that for "Ioéda we ‘should read “lojra, Jutta, which 
was also a city belonging to the priests. Compare Josh. xy. 55. 
xxi. 16. With the adjective doevjv the substantive x®payv must 
be supplied. Le Crerc, Grotius, Doppripge, MackNniGcHT.— 
[MicHagzis. | 


Ver, 41, toxtornoe ro Boépoc. The verb oxcorav is properly 
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applied to the bounding or frisking of young cattle. Psalm cxiv. 
4. LXX. ra don éoxierncay woe Koroi, kal of Bovvol we dovia 
mooBatwv. Mal. iv. 2. oxipthosre we pwooydoua tx Seouov ave- 
péva. Eur. Phoen. 1141. w@dAor Spo0uddec éoxtotwv p63. Hence 
it is sometimes transferred to the motion of a child in the womb, 
as in Gen. xxv. 22. LXX. éoxiptov 82 ra waidta év airp. Non- 
nus in Dionys. VIII. 224. réic & avdxevTog éxégowy ’AApdow 
évdonbyouse ouveckioryss texobcy: So the Latin salire in Juv. 
Sat. VI. 598. Vexare uterum pueris salientibus. It does not 
necessarily follow, though the impression upon reading the pas- 
sage somewhat favours the supposition, that the emotion expe- 
rienced by Elizabeth upon this occasion was supernatural. In 
the latter stage of pregnancy the child at times has a very sen- 
sible motion, especially when the mother is affected by any 
sudden agitation or surprise. There is a tradition in the Talmud, 
that when the Israelites arrived in sight of the Red Sea, the 
babes in the womb glorified God. So at the prospect of that 
spiritual deliverance, of which the freedom from Egyptian bond- 
age was a type, a similar effect was produced upon the mother of 
the Messiah’s forerunner. In v. 44. the words év ayadXdoet, 
which are added in explanation, refer to Elizabeth herself, not 
to the child, which was manifestly incapable of any sensation 
whatsoever. WETSTEIN, KUINOEL, SCHOETTGEN, WuITBY, Ham- 
MOND. 


Ver. 43. 1é0ev por rovro. Scil. yéyovev. Aristeen. Epist. I. 
43. wd0ev Gv uot, pnol, yévorro xafoav. This, and other like 
expressions, seem to be expressive of admiration, more especially 
at any unexpected mark of honour or respect. Compare 2 Sam. 
xxiv. 21. Matt. iii. 14. Arist. Plut. 264. Epict. Ench. XXIX. 
44, Virg. Eccl. IX. 27. The knowledge that Mary was to be 
the mother of the Messiah, as well as of her immediate belief in 
the promise of the angel, (v. 45.) seems to have been conveyed 
to Elizabeth by immediate revelation; and her declaration of this 
knowledge, introduced by the very words of the angel’s annun- 
ciation, (v. 28.) together with her delicate allusion to the unbelief 
of her husband in respect to her own pregnancy, which had 
been referred to as the pledge of Mary’s conception, would be a 
mutual confirmation of the faith of them both. Some, indeed, 
have supposed that the words paxapia 1) moreboaca have only a 
general reference, as in Luke xi. 28. John xx. 29. without any 
relation to the unbelief of Zacharias. But the natural drift of the 
narrative plainly leads to the opposite conclusion. Neither is the 
adverb 8ru to be rendered for, as in the E. T. being invariably 
used, when subjoined to wisreverv, to introduce a clause repre- 
senting the thing believed. Compare Matt. iv. 24. Mark xi. 23, 
2A, John xi. 27. 42. xiii. 19. xiv. 10, 11. xvi. 27. 30. xvii. 8. 21. 
xx. 31. The Vulgate renders the Tita by the second 
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person instead of the third, translating avry by tibi. By this 
version, though it does not affect the sense, the delicacy of the 
allusion is greatly impaired. Some of the commentators Join 
maoa Kvuptov with revstwoc, and others roic AaAnpévore KT. d. 
with miorevcaca, inclosing the intervening words respectively in 
parentheses. But it is always preferable to adopt the construc- 
tion which suits the order of the words, where there is no special 
reason for deserting that order; and though a transposition is 
sometimes necessary, the presumption is always against it, when 
the words, as they lie, yield as good and as pertinent a meaning. 
Werstrrn, RosENMULLER, Doppripce, CAMPBELL. —[Kut- 
NOEL. | f 


Ver. 46. wai sive Magiau. It is observable that most of the 
expressions in this Hymn are borrowed from the Scriptures of 
the O. T. with which the pious virgin seems to have been very 
conversant, especially from the Song of Hannah, in which there 
were so many passages remarkably suitable to her own case. 
Compare 1 Sam. ii. I—10. Gen. xxx. 13. Psalm \xxxix. 10. 
xeviil. 1. citi. 17. cvii. 9. Mic. vii. 20. The Hymn itself is re- 
markable for the beauty of its style, the sublimity of its senti- 
ments, and the spirit of piety which runs through the whole of 
it. Itis formed upon the model of those irregular songs of praise 
or prayer so common in the O. T., of the nature and construction 
of which see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 423. sqq. The pro- 
phetic hymn of Zacharias, in vv. 67. sqq. is of a somewhat si- 
milar description. Mary expresses her grateful joy that she is 
raised from her low estate through the omnipotence of God, 
which she illustrates by several examples, to the dignity of giving 
birth to the Messiah; the benefits of whose advent, by divine 
mercy, and in accordance with God’s promises, were to extend 
to the whole house of Israel, and eventually to all mankind. 
Dopprince, Macxnicut, Grotius, RoseNMULLER. 

Ibid. peyadive 4 buy mov x. t.A. Whena person, speaking 
of himself, mentions his soul or spirit as doing a thing, the ex- 
pression is strongly emphatic, implying that he exerts the utmost 
energy of all his faculties. Mary, therefore, intended to represent 
the intensity of her devotion in celebrating the Almighty power 
of God, and her extatic joy in the contemplation of his goodness 
towards her. The verb peyaddve signifies to magnify, not in 
the sense of to enlarge, but to extol, as in Diod. Sic. p. 12. ps- 
yarbveav Tv Osod Sivamv.. So Acts xix. 17. zueyadbvero 7d 
dvoua Tov Kupiov ‘Incov. In the next verse ramstywoare does not 
signify humility, as some have supposed, but humiliation, low 
estate, as in the E. T. Had humbleness of mind been intended 
the word razevogpocbvn would have been employed: nor does 
Mary celebrate her own humility, but God’s mercy. A low or 
abject condition is expressed by rametvwowc, Gen. xxix. 32. 
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2 Kings xiv. 26. Psalm xxv. 18. LXX.- Phil. iii. 21. Of the 
construction see on Matt. xxiv. 15. The declaration of the 
virgin that she should be esteemed blessed by all succeeding ge- 
nerations can afford no sanction to the blasphemous appellations 
by which she is invoked in the Romish Church, such as Queen 
of Heaven, Mother of God, and the like. MacknieuHt, Gro- 
Tius, Wuirsy, A. Cuarxe.—[Lieurroor, &c.] 


Ver. 49. wsyadsia. Miracles ; subaud. toya. Compare Deut. 
x. 21. xi. 2. xxxiv. 12. Psalm |xxxi. 19. exxvi. 2. Ecclus. xvii. 
8. LXX. Acts ii. 11. A substantive is supplied in Xen. Mem. 
IV. 5.2. cadov cat peyadsiov voulZac xrijua éAevOeoiav. The 
expression 6 dvvardc, answering to the Hebrew 12), is used car’ 
é€oxv, of the Almighty, as in Psalm xxiv. 8. LXX. Mary had 
now in her eye the miraculous conception of the Messiah; and 
she adds what follows to the end of the next verse, as expressive 
of her sure confidence in the goodness and mercy of God. Com- 
pare Psalm cil. 17. For zie yevede yevewv several MSS. read 
éi¢ yevedv Kal yeveay, as in Psalm \xxxviii. 1. ci. 12. LXX. But 
the received text is equally correct. Instead of rotc poBoupévore 
in the dative, the more regular construction would have been in 
the accusative, with mode. We have the same syntax in Exod. 
xx. 6. Psalm lxxxix. 2. LXX. Macxnicut, Wuirsy, Grortivs, 
KUINOEL. . 


Ver. 51. 2v Boaxtov: avrov. It is worthy of observation that 
the great power of God is represented by his finger, his greater 
by his hand, and his greatest by his arm. Compare Exod. iii. 
20. vii. 18. xv. 16. In this dispensation of the Almighty, there-- 
fore, he is represented as mightily exerting his sovereign power. 
So John xii. 38. from Isaiah liii. 1. 6 Boaxiwv Kugiov tive ams- 
Kadt~On; Such expressions as 7ousty Kodroc, tAcoc, and the like, 
are Hebraisms, as in Psalm cxvii. 5. LXX. Ac&ia Kuotov éroince 
dtvauv. The second clause in this verse should not be rendered 
as in the E. T., but rather He scattereth the proud, as to the 
imaginations of their hearts ; i. e. he frustrates their schemes, 
and overthrows their counsels. In Psalm |xxxix. 10. LXX. the 
verb dvacxopmiZey is used in its primary signification, of pudting 
an enemy to the rout ; from which its metaphorical application 
in this passage is readily deduced. With the sentiment we may 
compare that of Seneca: Sequitur superbos ultor a tergo Deus. 
The aorist is used in this and the following verses in the sense of 
to be wont, as the Hebrews employed the Hiphil voice to express 
general truths and observations, which have no reference to any 
particular time. See Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 503. Grorrus, Macknieur, 
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Ver. 52. xabeive Suvaorac.. Ecclus. x. 14, LXX, Oodvouc 
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apydvtwy Kxabcirev 6 Kipioc, cai tdBios mogetc avr avrov. 
Compare 1 Sam. ii. 7. 1 Kings i. 1. 2 Chron. xxv. 8. Psalm 
Ixxy. 7. cxiii. 6. To the same effect was the reply of AXsop 
respecting Jupiter: 7a piv bYndd rarevoi, Ta ot TaTrerva Uo. 
So Hom. Od. I. Hesiod. Op. D. 5. Eur. Tro. 614. Herac. 
613. Xen. Hell. VI. 4. 23. Hor. Od. I. 34. 12. Of the verb 
caQaipsiv see my note on Hom. I]. Q. 268. The kings who 
sprung from David had, no doubt, one after another, expected to 
be the parents of the Messiah, instead of whom the honour was 
reserved for one of that line in a humble station. The text will 
certainly bear this interpretation, though it is, perhaps, as well 
as those with which it is joined, only a general declaration of 
God’s power; the particular application being reserved for the 
conclusion of the hymn, in v. 34. Of the adjective xevoc, in the 
sense in which it is employed in the next verse, a variety of in- 
stances occur ; and the phrase aooré\Aewv Kevode recurs in Luke 
xx. 10. and in 1 Sam. ii. 5. 2 Kings x. 4. Judith x. 11. Job xxii. 
9. LXX. Macxnicut, Grortius. 


Ver. 54, avreXABero “IopahA. The verb avriAauPavew sig- 
nifies properly to support a thing that is falling, by taking hold 
of it on the falling side. Compare Isatah xli. 9. Jerem. xxxi. 
32. Ecclus. iii. 11. LXX. Acts xx. 39. xxiii. 19. Heb. viii. 9. 
So Diod. Sic. XI. 13. 7d Osiov avréA\aBero rév “EAXhvov. 
God supported the Jewish nation, or rather the whole spiritual 
Israel, by raising up the Messiah among them. Before uvno6i- 
vat there is an ellipsis of the adverb ®ove, as in v. 72. and else- 
where ; and the words rw "ABpadu, x. r. A. with which the 
hymn concludes, depend upon 2déove, the intervening clause 
being parenthetical. This construction is supported by Psalm 
xevil. 3. LX X; and that the E. T. is incorrect is manifest from 
its placing rw "ABeadu in the dative, in opposition with med¢ 
Tove marépac in the accusative. The addition of the words tic 
Tov aiwva shews the same thing; and some editors, sensible 
that these words could not refer to 2AdAnoe, but still missing the 
true connection, have, therefore, included all between 2Aégove and 
ai@va in a parenthesis. Others, after Jerome, have supposed 
ele Tov aiwva to correspond with the Hebrew Selah; for which 
no reason can be assigned, even if there was not an evident re- 
ference to the promise of God in Gen. xvii. 7. 19. Compare 
Isaiah \v. 3. Rom. xi. 29. With respect to the phrase uvnobij- 
vat tAéove God is said to remember his attributes when he exerts 
them in a signal manner ; as in the present instance he made an° 
especial display of his mercy in fulfilling the promises which he 
had made to the patriarchs. Compare infra, v. 72. 2 Chron. vi. 
42, Psalm cxxxvi. 23. The verb AaXzty recurs in the sense of 
this passage infra, v. 70. Acts iii. 21, and elsewhere. Mack- 
NIGHT, Grotius, WHITBY, WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 
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Ver, 56. weet pivac tosic. There has been some needless 
dispute respecting the time of Mary’s departure from Hebron. 
The whole tenor of the narrative plainly shews that it must have 
been only a few days before the birth of John; and the only 
reason for which it has been proposed to strain the words to a 
different import, seems to consist in the supposed improbability 
that Mary would leave her cousin in so critical a situation. But 
the bustle and publicity which would necessarily attend so re- 
markable a birth would be cause sufficient for her taking such a 
step. The congratulations which were usual upon ordinary oc- 
casions of child-birth, appear, in this instance, to have been pro- 
portionate to the peculiar circumstances of the case. See v. 58. 
and compare Plaut. Truc. II. 6.35. Tu cum recte provenisti, 
cumque es aucta liberis, Gratulor. Grotius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver, 59. txir@ dvéuate tov mwarodc. From the genealogies 
in the O. T. it appears to have been very unusual to name the 
child after the father; but, as in this case the father, who ought 
to dictate the name, was unable to do.so, the respect of his 
friends, and their unwillingness to choose for him, carried them 
to hisname. Of the ceremony of circumcision, and the naming 
of children, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 270. sqq. 422., and 
compare my notes on Eur. Pheen. 56. Pent. Gr. p. 307. Hom. 
Il. Z. 403. The children of the Greeks were generally named 
on the tenth day from their birth, and the ceremony was accom- 
panied by the purification of the women. Arist. Av. 925. Ovx 
dort Obw tiv Sexarny tabtne ty@, Kat rodvow, worep rradiy, 
vov or) Oéunv. Compare also Eurip. Elect. 659. 1130. Among 
the Romans the eighth or ninth day was appointed for this pur- 
pose. Macrob. Saturn. I. 16. Est autem dies lustricus, quo in- 
fantes lustrantur, et nomen accipiunt, sed is maribus nonus, oc- 
tavus est feminis. KuINnoEL, WrTsTEIN, Grotius, WHITBY. 


Ver. 60. xAnOfjoerat Iwavync. It has been supposed that in 
this case Elizabeth acted by revelation; but it is more probable 
that Zacharias had made her acquainted in writing with the com- 
mand of the angel, respecting the name of the Baptist. Some 

have also observed that the verb évévevoy in v. 62. does not ne- 
cessarily prove the deafness of Zacharias, as signs are sometimes 
addressed to persons endued with the faculties both of speech 
and hearing, and it is no where expressly stated that he was 
deaf. But it is very uncommon to converse by signs, except 
where secresy is intended, so that the old opinion may fairly be 
admitted as correct. Macxnicut.—[Kurnoet.] In the last 
clause of v. 62. the article is redundant. 


Ver. 63. mwaxtdiov. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. UI. p. 475. 
and my note on Hom. Il. Z. 168. The phrase ypapew Aéywv is 
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a Hebraism. Compare 2 Kings x. 1. 6. LXX. Joseph. Ant. 
XI. 3. XIII. 4. The Greek pleonasm %pn AéEac is somewhat 
analogous. Brza, Kress. With yA@ooa in the next verse 
some such verb as 2Aé0n should be supplied, or rather the verb 
aveyyOn is to be understood as applying in an extended signifi- 
cation to both clauses; and that it will admit of such application 
is evident from the note on Mark vii. 35. Instances of similar 
construction abound. Thus Hom. Il. M. 319. @dovot re tiova 
pda, Oivdv 7. 1 Cor. iii. 2. yada tpac éxdrica, Kai ov Poona. 
See also my notes on Soph. Cid. T. 270. Pent. Gr. p. 26. Hom. 
Il. A. 532. It has been proposed to construe yA@ooa with éA4- 
Xe, which would not only require <vAoyovea to be substituted 
for cbAoywv, but the copula cai distinctly indicates a fresh mem- 
ber of the sentence ; and the emendation cal ry yAdooy avrov 
2ddAz, evidently suggested by this interpretation, is equally un- 
supported and unnecessary. The addition of dmefeé4, which 
is found in some old editions, is sanctioned by no MS. authority 
whatsoever. Rapuetius, Grortius, Licnrroot, CAMPBELL.— 
[Eusner, Prarce.] Some of the German divines have attempted 
to explain both the loss and the recovery of speech to Zacharias 
from natural causes, attributing the former to panic, and the 
latter to nervous agitation. In support of this opinion they adduce 
the well-known story of the son of Croesus, from A. Gell. V. 9. 
Is it possible that any similarity can be conceived to exist between 
an occurrence somewhat singular indeed, but easily accounted 
for, and ajudicial infliction removed in fulfilment of a remarkable 
prophecy ? Ku1NoEt. 


Ver. 65. oéBoc. Religious awe, astonishment. Euthym. éx 
rov Dabuaroc. With the phrase riOévar.2v xapdia, in the next 
verse, compare Isaiah xii. 11. xlii..25. Dan. i. 8. Hagg. ii. 15. 
Mal. ii. 2. Luke xxi. 14. Acts v. 4. So Hom. Od. A. 361. 
pvOov évribeoOa Ovuw. Virg. Eclog. III. 54. Sensibus hec 
imis, res est non parva, reponas. Catull. 65. Facito, ut memori 
tibt condita mente Hec vigeant mandata. WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 
The recollection of the series of wonders, which took place at 
the birth and circumcision of John, must have contributed largely 
to the efficacious discharge of his office, as the forerunner of the 
Messiah. It could not have been the exertions of an ordinary 
man by which an audience such as John’s was collected ; but, 
even admitting the possibility of assembling the hearers, his ex- 
hortations, considered exclusively of those extraordinary circum- 
stances, which were wisely designed by Providence to point him 
out as a special messenger from Heaven, would have been re- 
garded as the ravings of an idle enthusiast, if they did not expe- 
rience the punishment of a suspected imposture. It is true that 
when John entered upon his ministry thirty years had elapsed 
since the occurrence of these events, nevertheless they were of a 
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nature so remarkable that they could not have been forgotten: 
The conjecture at his birth what manner of child this should be, 
and the memory of the wonders which were noised abroad 
throughout all the Hill country of Judea, could not fail to revive 
at his re-appearance ; and the public curiosity being once awak- 
ened, the grand impediment’to the exercise of his ministry would 
be removed. Bett. The last clause, cat ysto Kuptou x. 7. X. is 
supposed by some to be a part of the speech, and to constitute 
the ground of the conjecture. But it is somewhat harsh to render 
kat because ; and the words may very well be considered as a por- 
tion of the narrative, the purport of which is more fully explained 
in v. 80. The expression yelo0 Kupfov sometimes denotes the 
spirit of prophecy, as in Ezek. i. 3. iii. 22. xxxvii. 1. xl. 1. but 
here the providence of God is plainly intended. Compare Psalm 
Ixxx. 17. Wuersy, Macknicur. 


Ver. 67. mooephrevoe. Some imagine that this verb merely 
implies that Zacharias fervently praised God; and a variety of 
senses have been affixed to it, from which the notion of predict- 
ing future events is wholly excluded. It is true that in the Attic 
writers zoopitnc sometimes denotes a speaker simply, as in 
Lucian. Vit. Arist. I. p. 549. adnOetac cai tappnotac roophrne 
sivar BobAoua. AZsch. Agam. 1068. roog¢frac odriwac paorsd- 
ousv. Schol. rpophrac* rove A€Eovrae jypiv wept cov. In the 
Holy Scriptures, however, there does not appear to be any pas- 
sage in which the word will not admit of one of these two mean- 
ings: 1. to prophesy, in the strictest sense; 2. to speak by in- 
spiration. ‘The passages which are cited in defence of'the inter- 
pretation here assigned to it are 1 Chron. x. 5. 1 Cor. xi. 15. 
and especially 1 Chron. xxv. 1. where Asaph and Jeduthan are 
said to prophesy with the harp and cymbal, which is explained 
in v.'3. by giving praise and thanks to God. But the hymns of 
praise sung on this occasion were inspired by the Holy Ghost, and 
the second signification of the verb applies. In Ecclus. xlviii. 14. 
where the dead body of Elisha is said to prophesy by raising the 
dead men, the word does not mean fo work miracles, as some 
contend, but that it foretold a thing to come, viz. the fall of the 
Syrians and the raising of God’s people. Hence it falls under 
the first acceptation of the verb. At all events, as the hymn of Za- 
charias is evidently prophetic, and may be said to have been filled 
with the Holy Ghost, the ordinary use of the verb may certainly 
be admitted here. Wuirsy, Macxnicut, &c.—[Hammonp.] 


Ver. 68. ireoxéfaro. Hath visited ; scil. with mercy. There 
is an evident allusion to the deliverance from Egypt, respecting 
which the same verb is used .in Hod. iv. 51. Compare also 
supra, vv. 25. 48. Ruth i. 6. Psalm \xxx. 14, evi. 4. Gen. xxi. 
1..1 Sam. ii..21. There is an allusion to the custom of princes, 
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who commonly visit the provinces of their kingdom, in order to 
redress grievances and confer benefits ; and the great benefit ac- 
cruing to the people of God, which is here spoken of, is their 
spiritual deliverance from the bondage of sin and Satan by the 
coming of the Messiah. It has been supposed, indeed, that 
Zacharias had his eye more immediately on the temporal deli- 
verance, which the Jews expected the Messiah to accomplish for 
them; and it may be, that although he spake by inspiration, the 
meaning of the Holy Ghost, as in many other prophecies, might 
be far more extensive than the ideas of the prophet himself. See 
1 Pet. i. 10, 11. No temporal deliverance, however, can be the 
object of the prophecy: if the kingdom of Christ is spiritual his 
subjects must be spiritual, as also their enemies, Sin, Death, and 
Satan, from whom redemption is purchased for those who serve 
God tn righteousness and holiness all the days of their life. Of 
this redemption the deliverance of the Israelites from Egypt, and 
of David from the hands of Saul, were typical. See Psalm xviii. 
18. cvi. 10. Hos. xiii. 14. 1 Cor. xv. 55. The noun Atroware 
signifies properly the ransom-price of a captive; and the phrase 
Atrowo oiv is equivalent to AvreécacOa in Joseph. Ant. 
XIV. 14. 1. Wuirsy, Grotivs.—[ Le Cierc.] 


Ver, 69. képac owrnotac. The metaphor here employed has 
been variously explained. Some imagine that there is an allusion 
to the horn of steel on the top of ancient helmets, which usually 
lay flat, but was erected in token that the warrior had returned 
» victorious from the battle. On ancient coins this horn is fre- 
quently discernible, sometimes flat, sometimes erect; and to this 
lifting up of the horn the Scriptures have been thought to refer 
in 1 Sam. ii. 10. Psalm exii. 9. exlvii. 4. Lam. ii. 17. But there 
is no satisfactory proof that helmets with this appendage were in 
use among the Hebrews. According to another interpretation, 
the horns of the altar are the basis of the metaphor; and as the - 
altar was a place of safety, and those who held by its horns were 
considered under the protection of the Almighty, so Christ is a 
new altar of refuge for those who embrace his Gospel. Compare 
1 Kings i. 50. 1 Mace. ii. 45.48. There is something specious 
in this éxplanation, and it is far more satisfactory than many 
others which have been proposed; but the common opinion 
seems by far the best, which derives the image from horned animals. 
Suidas: xépac’ 1 isxve mapa rH Oeta yoapy, ék uerapopac Twv 
Cowy tov kabwrrcévwy Toic képaot, kal TobTolg Guvvopévwv. 
A horn in Scripture is frequently the symbol of power oY prin- 
cipality. See Psalm xviii. 3. Ixxv. 4. 10. Ixxx. 18. cxlviii. 14. 
Jerem. xviii. 25. Lam. ii. 3.17. Ezek. xxix. 21. Dan. vii. 7. 
24. vill. 8. xx. 8. Ecclus. xlvii. 5. Zech. i. 18. Rev. xiii. 1. also 
the Targum on 1 Sam. ii. 10. Jerem. xlviii. 2. 10.'and Psalm 
cxxxil, 18, We have a similar allusion in Sanchoniathon, ap. 
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Euseb. Prep. Ev. 1.10. %, 88 "Aordéorn txéOnce rp idle Kepadry 
Baorsiac rapdonuov Kepadjy rabpov. The Latins also use 
cornu in the same manner. Hor. Od. III. 21. Addis cornua 
paupert. Compare Epod. 6. Ovid. Met. VIII. 882. XV. 567. 
Val. Max. V.6. Hence the expression will signify a mighty 
Saviour. There is probably a reference to Psalm cxxii. 16, 17. 
Hammonp, Grotius, Wurrsy, Kurnoet. 


Ver. 10. am’ aiévoc. This phrase is rendered by some, in 
general terms, of old, from ancient times: and so érn aidvia is 
the same as 7juéoar apyaia: in Psalm \xxvii. 5. Others by aid 
understand the Jewish dispensation, because before the giving of 
the law no prophet spake of raising up a horn of salvation in the 
house of David, or of his performing his covenant with Abraham. 
That this interpretation is admissible see on Matt. xii. 32. But 
a promise of a Redeemer was made to Adam immediately after 
the fall, (Gen. iii. 15.) and it is to this promise, which was after- 
wards repeated in more explicit terms to Abraham and the Pa- 
triarchs, that Zacharias in all probability alludes. Nor will the 
supposed difficulty exist if this verse be taken in connection, not 
with that which precedes, but that which follows, in which the 
word cwrnpiayv is to be construed in apposition with xéoac owrn- 
plac in y. 69. the words év oikw Aafsid being omitted for the 
purpose, as it were, of pointing to the higher date of the pro- 
mise as originally given. Here, therefore, am’ ai@voc implies 
JSrom the earliest times; and this sense is confirmed by Gen. vi. 
4, Psalm xxv. 6. Ecclus. xxxvi. 15. LXX. John xix. 82. Acts 
ii. 21. 24, Hesiod. Theog. 609. Diod. Sic. XI. 12. Diog. Laert. 
IV. 6. The present verse is to be taken parenthetically. Macx- 
NIGHT, WuitsBy, LigHtroot, WetsTeIn.—[Hammonp, Gro- 
tius, Le CuErc. | 


Ver. 72. wotjoa tXz0c. Subaud. Gore. The same phrase oc- 
curs in Exod. xx. 6.LXX. In the E. T. a supposed ellipsis is 
supplied by the word promised, and some commentators infer that 
the mercy promised to the fathers was fulfilled in the persons of 
their descendants. Compare Matt. x. 6. Luke xiii. 16. Aets iii. 
25. Rom. xi. 28. But the expression roijoa tAco¢g pera Tivoc 
is a Hebraism, in which no idea of promise is included; and Za- 
charias may have spoken in accordance with the prevailing no- 
tion of the Jews, that their forefathers would be partakers in the 
blessings of the Messiah’s advent. See Isaiah xxix. 22. The 
meaning of this passage will therefore coincide with the words of 
Mary, inv. 54. supra. Kurvozu.—[Grotius.] In what follows 
there is some difficulty with respect to the government of pvno- 
Oijvau by two cases, SiaBjxne and dexov. Theophylact reads ép- 
xov, but without authority; and, in fact, the covenant and the 
oath are not identical, but the former was confirmed by the latter. 
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Compare Gen. xvii. 7. xxii. 16, 17. Apposition, therefore, is 
out of the question, and the opinion maintained by some, that 
the case of Spxov is regulated by that of the succeeding relative, 
cannot, therefore, be admitted. The more general opinion, 
therefore, is doubtless correct, that the preposition card, as in an 
infinite variety of instances, must be supplied. With respect to 
the verb durée, followed by an accusative with zpdc¢ instead of 
a dative, we have a similar instance in Hom. Od. I. 386. ®pvve 
dt mode guaurév. Wetstei1n, Bos.—[Kuinoget.] The oath of 
God was immutable, (Heb. vi. 17.) and therefore the coming of- _ 
the Messiah could not be prevented or retarded by the sins of 
the Jews, as some of their writers maintain. WHITBY. 


Ver. ‘74, With the words rov dovvar jpiv the E. T. properly 
begins this verse, which, together with the following, contain 
the substance and purport of the oath which God sware unto 
Abraham. The prophets in the O. T., in describing the times 
of the Messiah, and the spirttual worship which was to succeed 
the ritual observances of the law, speak precisely to the same 
effect, though the Jews did not understand their predictions in 
the light which the Gospel has interpreted them. Compare Isaiah 
xliv. 1. sqq. Jerem. xxxi. 31. sqq. Ezek. xxxvi. 25. sqq. Of the 
construction, it is observable, that before rod dovva there is an 
ellipsis of the preposition wept. To construct adéBwe with pua- 
Oévrac, as some propose, is not only extremely harsh, but it will 
not bear the translation affixed to it: being rescued from the. 
Sear of our enemies. Its connection with Aarosbeav is evident 
from the nature of the Christian constitution, which delivers us 
from the spirit of bondage and fear, Rom. viii. 15. in opposi- 
tion to the service of the Jews, whose worship is divided by the 
Rabbins into that which proceeded trom dove and that which pro- 
ceeded from fear. But the perfect love with which Christians 
worship God casteth out fear, i. e. slavish fear ; 1 John iv. 18. 
The words év éordrn7t Kat Sucatoobyvy refer to the inward purity 
of heart required under the Gospel, as opposed to the external 
rites and ceremonies of the Jewish dispensation ; and the distinc- 
tion between the two terms is clearly marked by the Scholiast on 
Euripides: 76 mpd¢ Ocode 2 dvOoHm7wv yevduevov Stkarov Sctov 
kaAdovpev. Compare Jerem. xxxii. 39. LX X. John iv. 23. Ephes. 
iv. 24. Wuirsy, Grorius, Kurnorr, Scuorrrenn.—[Ham- 
MOND. | 


Ver. 16. moogirne tbisrov. From Josh. ii. 11. 2 Chron. ii. 
12, xxxvi. 33. Ezra i. 2, 3. vi. 9. vii. 21. 23. Dan. iv. 37. it ap- 
pears that the God of Israel was acknowledged even by the 
Heathens who had any knowledge of him, as superior to all other 
Gods; and as he is called in Scripture the most high God, so is 
he by Cyrus, Esdr. ii. 3. by Nebuchodonosor, Dan. iv. 34. by 
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Darius, Zsdr. vi. 31. by Artaxerxes, Esdr. viii. 19. 31. by Au- 
gustus, in Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 10. by Tiberius, in Philo, Leg. 
p- 785. E. Compare also Ezra v. 8. Esth. xvi. 16. Wurrsy. 
Of John, as a prophet, see on Matt. iii. 4. xi. 11. John i. 29. 
The next clause of the verse is from Isaiah xl. 3. cited at large 
in Lwke iii. 4. and the parallel passages. 


Ver. 77. yveow swrnotac. The knowledge of salvation under 
the Law was by legal righteousness; under the Gospel by re- 
mission of sins. John, therefore, in introducing the Gospel, 
preached the baptism of repentance for the remission of sins : 
Mark i. 4. Luke iii. 3. Ligutroot, Grotivs. With rov dovvac 
sere is an ellipsis of dia or gvsxa. So also with rod carevOvvar, 
y 79. 


Ver. 78. owdayxva 2déove. An Hebrew expression; of the 
erigin and purport of which see on Matt. ix. 36. and compare 
Isaiah \xiii. 15. Philip. ii. 1. Col. iii. 12. It is more powerful 
than ZXzo¢ simply, denoting the most tender mercy. By itself, 
orAayxva sometimes signifies any strong affection whatever, as in 
Philem. 7. Much discussion has arisen respecting the true ren- 
dering of the words avaroXy 2& twouc. It has been observed 
that the Hebrew M28, tsemach, a name by which the Messiah is 
designated in Jerem. xxxiil. 5. Zech. iii. 8. vi. 12. is expressed 
by avaroAy by the LXX; and the same translation is also given 
to the word in Ezek. xvi. 7. xvii. 10. It would be very un- 
natural, however, to speak of sending a branch to give light. to 
those who sit in darkness, §c. The word sometimes also de- 
notes the rising sun or day-spring, as in Nehem. viii. 3. LXX. 
but to this sense it is objected that 2& twove would not be pro- 
perly applied, as the sun at rising is always in the horizon. Al- 
lowing its full weight to this objection, it may still be assumed, 
that as dvaroA2) ceAfvne signifies the moon herself in Isaiah |x. 
19. LXX. so avaroA;, scil. 4Atov, may here mean the sun.  Za- 
charias is evidently alluding to those passages in the prophetic | 
writings which describe the Messiah by the metaphors of the 
light and the sun, and especially to Mal. iv. 2., where he is called 
the Sun of Righteousness, both on account of the light of his 
doctrine and the joy produced by his appearance. Compare also 
Isaiah ix. 2. Matt. iv. 16. (where see the note,) Luke ii. 32. 
John i. 5. Most aptly indeed is Jesus compared to the rising 
sun, his doctrine being to our souls what light is to our bodies, 
and equally necessary to direct our steps in the way of that 
Wisdom whose ways are ways of pleasantness, and all whose 
paths are peace. There are some, indeed, who understand the 
Baptist to be represented under the figure in question; and 
adapt the construction to their opinion by pointing at nuac, and 
taking évaroA} in apposition with zpophrne in v. 76. The 
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harshness of this syntax carries its refutation with it. In regard 
to the objection noticed above, it may be observed further, that 
2 tnbouc is not necessarily referred to avaroAy, but may be joined 
with éreoxé~aro, by which means the difficulty, trivial as it is, is 
entirely removed. Virg. Eclog. VI. 7. Jam nova progenies ccelo 
demittitur alto. Macxnicut, Wuirsy, Grotius, Le CuiErc, 
KuinorL.—[WETSTEIN, WAKEFIELD, A. CLARKE, &c.] 


Ver. 80. ixparaotro mvebuart. The same phrase, and in the 
same sense of zvedmua, occurs in Luke ii. 40. The sense is plainly 
in mind, i. e. mentally, as opposed to corporeally. When the 
word is so used, no general rule can be laid down with respect to 
the article, which is sometimes omitted and sometimes inserted. 
Compare Rom. viii. 13. Gal. v. 16. 18.25. with John xi. 33. 
xi. 21. 1 Cor. xiv. 15. et alibi. MippLETON. 

Ibid. tv raic tophpwore. Some have supposed that the desert 
here mentioned was identical with the Hid country where John 
was born, and that he remained there from the time of his birth 
to the commencement of his ministry. It seems more probable, 
however, that he withdrew from his father’s house at an early 
age, to meditate in solitude, after the example of Elias, upon the 
Jewish Scriptures, in which he had been well grounded by his 
parents. This may be inferred from Matt. xi. 7., and that it 
was not unusual so to retire appears from the austerity which 
Josephus, in his Autobiography, relates that he himself practised 
for three years in the wilderness. By means of this seclusion 
the Baptist would prosecute his studies, under the sole guidance 
of the Holy Spirit, and untainted by the perverse traditions and 
unscriptural interpretations with which the Scribes had corrupted 
the divine law. Grotius, Catmet, Kurnort.—[Hammonp, 
Macxnieut.] The word avddaée signifies the entering upon 
an office to which one has been previously appointed. It recurs 
in Luke x. 1. Acts i. 24.; and the Roman historians, who wrote 
in Greek, apply it to the assumption of office by the consuls 
elect. Compare also Diod. Sic. I. 66. Polyb. XIII. 4. Juvene. 
I. 130, Hain secretis in vallibus abdita semper Vita fuit puero, 
donec, poscentibus annis, Vatis ad officium pleno pubesceret evo. 
ELsner, WAKEFIELD. 
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CHAPTER II. 


ConTEnTs :— The birth of Christ in Bethlehem, vv. 1—7. The 
appearance of the angels to the shepherds, vv. 8—20. The 
circumcision, purification, and presentation in the Temple, 
Ae 21—40. The history of Jesus at twelve years old, wy. 

1—52. 


Verse 1. wacav rijv oixovpévny. It is agreed on all hands 
that this cannot mean the whole world, which is the primary” 
meaning of the term, and which it bears in Acts xvii. 31. Rom. 
x. 18. Heb. i. 6. In addition to this signification, however, 
there are two others of which it is capable ; and the question is 
to which of these the preference is to be given in this place. 
The Romans at this time had extended their dominion, over a 
great part of the then known world; whence historians applied 
the expression orbis terrarum, and its equivalent 7raca 1 oikov- 
pévn, to the Roman empire. Polyb. VI. 48. ‘Pwpator év orALy 
xodvy wacav Up éEavrove érolncay Tiv olkoupévnv. In this sense 
the phrase occurs in Acts xxiv. 5. Rev. iii. 10. xvi. 14.; and 
some commentators are of opinion that here also it is to be so 
taken. But it is scarcely probable that a census of the whole 
Roman empire would be spoken of with reference to the governor 
of Syria alone; and it should rather seem, therefore, that Judea 
only is intended, which, as separated into different divisions, is 
denominated % oikoupévn in Luke xxi. 20. Acts xi. 28. Compare 
also Luke iv. 5. with Deut. xxxiv. sqq. LarpNER, BEausosre, 
Dovprivee, Kurnoet, WetstTe1n.—[Grorius, Exsner.] It 
should be remarked that the opening words év raic nuéoae éxet- 
vaic do not refer to the last verse, but to vv. 36. sqq. of the 
preceding chapter. 


[on THE DATE OF THE NATIVITY, AS CONNECTED WITH THE 
TAXING MENTIONED BY ST. LUKE. 


The calculations at Matt. ii. 1. have fixed the period of the 
birth of Christ to some day on or before Jan. 3. J. P. 4710; i.e. 
to some day in the year comprehended between Jan. 3. J. P. 
4710. and Jan. 3. J. P. 4709. Now from the taxing, which is 
here said by St. Luke to have been making at the time of the 
nativity, it should seem that event took place during the govern- 
ment of Cyrenius in Syria. But Cyrenius, or Sulpicius Quirinius, 
of whom see Tacit. Ann. III. 22. 48., was not sent into Syria 
until J. P. 4720, seven years at least after the commencement of 
the vulgar era in J. P. 4713, and no less than ten after J. P. 
4710. In order to reconcile this contradiction in chronology, 
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various expedients have been devised. That a census did take 
place under Cyrenius is well known,, but that St. Luke, unless 
by mistake, could not have stated this to have been the one dur- 
ing which our Lord was born, their difference of date sufficiently 
indicates. It is highly improbable, however, not to say impos- 
sible, that a confusion of dates of this nature should have been 
ignorantly made by such an historian as St. Luke, who tells us, 
in the preface to his Gospel, that he enquired minutely into the 
entire subject of his history; and a supposition of wilful error, 
which is the only alternative, is totally irreconcileable with that 
minute precision of dates which he has employed in the beginning 
of his third chapter, so entirely at variance with the caution and 
wariness of an impostor. Hence some have supposed the verse, 
which is only parenthetically historical, which might be removed 
without interfering with the sense, and which has very much the 
air of a later insertion, to be spurious; and in confirmation of 
this opinion they appeal to Greg. Naz. IX. p. 136. where the 
first and fourth verses are quoted without the second. But the 
fact is, that Gregory only quotes what is necessary for his own 
purpose, and the external testimony is entirely against the re- 
jection of the verse. Others, therefore, have thought it necessary 
to affix to the word syeuovebovroc a different translation from 
that which it bears in the common versions. Seza and Casau- 
bon, in direct violation of the uniform sense of this verb in the 
N. T., and even in a precisely similar form in the first verse of 
the very next chapter, would refer it to an extraordinary com- 
mission with which Cyrenius was invested for the purpose of 
making the assessment; while Lardner and others understand it 
prospectively, and take it as an official designation in the same 
manner as we might speak of the Protector Cromwell, although 
speaking of a period previous to his attainment of that situation. 
As the former of these senses is inconsistent with the universal 
application of the word itself, so the latter fails from the omission 
of the article before it. See on Mark ii. 26. Possibly then a 
corruption may have found its way into the text; and upon this 
supposition various conjectural emendations have been proposed. 
Among these the substitution of Sarvevivov or KowriAlou for 
Kupyviov, is to cut the knot, and that very rudely, instead of 
untying it:—the alteration of wpérn into mpd ric is extremely 
awkward; and the insertion of roo rijc after towrn is bad Greek. 
Indeed, the only conjecture which has any great claim to atten= 
tion is that the adverb # has been inadvertently omitted after 
éyévero. ‘The restitution of this particle, by supplying an el- 
lipsis, would give to the passage a sense altogether unembar- 
rassed: avrn 7) aToyeaph TowTn eyévero 7 (amoyoagy 1 zyévero) 
nysuovebovroc K. t AX. And that this construction is admissible 
is inferred from 2 Sam. xix. 43. LXX. wpwrdroxog ty® 7 ab. 
But, as an objection to this emendation, it is enough to say that 
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it is unnecessary ; for roWroc by itself, without the addition of 4, 
is capable of denoting priority of time; and to render it in this 
acceptation is, perhaps, the best solution of the difficulty. So 
2 Mace. vii. 41. LXX. éoyarn TOV viwv H MATH éeTEAcbTHGE. 
Dion. Hal. IV. 3. zoeroe éoTepavoutTo Twv dAAwy. John i. 30. 
de EuTpoobéy pou yéyovev, bri TOwTSE pov jy. xv. 18. fu? Tod- 
Tov vuwv peutonce. In the two former of these examples, indeed, 
mowtoc denotes a priority over many, according to the rule of 
Ammonius, tewro¢ émt rwodwy, wodrepo0c 82 emi dbo; but those 
from St. John are more, if not exactly, in point, although it is 
true that they are capable of other interpretations. The passage, 
therefore, will admit of this translation: This taxing was made 
before Cyrenius was Governor of Syria; and so Theophylact : 
TouTéaTe TodTEpa HyEUovEbovTOC, iyouv TodTEpOV 7) ryyEudvevE 
Tig Xveiag Kvohvioc. Tertullian also, (adv. Mare. IV. 19.) 
asserts, that the assessment was made per Sextium Saturninum, 
so that he could not have understood the words of Luke as im- 
plying that it was made by Cyrenius, as that which was levied on 
the banishment of Archilaus confessedly was. It is uncertain, 
and at the same time immaterial to the point in question, whether 
Saturninus was or was not the agent in this matter: Cyrenius 
certainly was not; and his name seems to have been inserted in 
order to direct attention to an assessment prior to that which 
took place under his government, the memory of which, from 
the several calamities connected with it, must have been indelibly 
impressed upon the mind of every Jew. But, although it is 
more than probable that Varus had succeeded Saturninus in the 
government, Tertullian may still be right in saying that the 
census was conducted by Saturninus, who might perhaps have 
been sent to Judea for that purpose, under an idea that his 
knowledge of the province would enable him to perform the task 
more readily than a perfect stranger. 

Having proceeded thus far in relation to the taxing to which 
St. Luke does not allude in this passage, it remains to point out 
that to which he probably does allude. From this enquiry all 
those assessments are of course excluded, which, like those which 

Augustus is known to have completed in the years B.C. 28. and 
8. and A. C. 14. were levied upon Roman citizens alone; and 
those only will come into the account which comprehended the 
inhabitants of Judea. Now there is a passage in Joseph. Ant. 
XVII. 3. detailing a transaction in which the marks of corres- 
pondence with the taxing in question are so striking as to create 
a strong argument in favour of their identity. The passage is to 
the following effect: When the whole Jewish nation took an oath 
to be faithful to Cesar and the interests of the king, the Pha- 
risees, to the number of above six thousand, refused to swear. 
The king having laid a fine upon them, the wife of Pheroras 
paid the money for them. Between this oath of Josephus and 
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the taxing of St. Luke the following points of resemblance, 
with some of less importance, and others that are wholly fan- 
ciful, are readily discernible. 1. The Cesar mentioned by Jo- 
sephus is known to have been Augustus, and the king Herod. 
2. The oath, as well as taxing, occurred in the latter part of 
Herod’s reign. 3. Both included the whole of Judea. 4. The 
oath must necessarily have involved an universal avoyoagn, or 
enrolment of names; without which it could not be ascertained 
whether the whole nation had or had not taken it. Suid. azo- 
youd? 4} awaptOunoic. 5. In order to prevent deception and 
error in this part of the proceeding, the usual custom of the Jews 
would probably have been adopted, that each individual should 
appear in the city or village where his birth and pedigree were 
registered. 6. There is nothing in Josephus to contradict the 
supposition, in itself highly probable, that the edict may have 
been issued for a taxing, and the oath required at the same time. 
~ %, The edict must have proceeded from Augustus himself, for 
Herod would scarcely have risqued the little hold he had upon - 
the affection of his subjects by so unpopular an act as an oath of 
allegiance to the Roman government; not to mention that the 
punishment of the defaulters would have been much severer had 
they refused submission to himself. 8. Herod did actually 
punish with death certain of these Pharisees who would not take 
the oath, and, enraged at the fine, had pretended to prophesy 
the destruction of Herod and his kingdom. Now it seems more 
than probable that this prophecy may have been suggested by 
those of Symeon and Anna, which Herod interpreted to the same 
effect: and if so, the oath, as well as the taxing, preceded the 
presentation in the Temple and the massacre at Bethlehem by a 
very short period of time. Lastly, there is not a single circum- 
stance in which the two events can be said to be absolutely and 
irreconcileably dissimilar; and it may therefore be fairly inferred 
that they are identical. How far then does the date of this oath 
correspond with that which has already been determined upon as 
the approximate date of the nativity? About a month before the 
memorable epoch of Mar. 13. J. P. 4710, the second set of deputies 
were sent to Rome relative to the case of Antipater, which brings 
us back to Feb. 13. J. P. 4710. Between the taking of the oath 
and this latter period a series of events are related by Josephus, 
for the passing of which a period of about ten months, more or 
less, may reasonably be allowed. Now Feb. 13. J. P. 4710.— 
ten months=April 3. J. P. 4709. Hence we may fairly fix the 
era of the nativity to the early part, probably April, of the year 
of J. P. 4709, which is a nearer approximation within the limits 
already assigned. 

_ Still it must be owned that the sense above assigned to roeérn 
is not free from objection. To say that one person was before 
another is unexceptionable, but to say that a taxation was before 
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Quirinius is harsh in the extreme ; and if the meaning be before 
the presidency of Quirinius, ric nysuoviacg should have been in- 
serted. If this difficulty be considered fatal to the hypothesis, 
the best solution seems to rest upon the meaning of éyévero, 
which sometimes signifies not merely to be, but to take effect, as 
in Matt. vi. 10. xxvi. 42. Luke xi. 2. xxii. 42. xxiii. 34. Com- 
pare also Asch. Socr. Dial. p. 70. Ailian. V. H. IX. 25. In 
the latter part of Herod’s reign we learn from Josephus, Ant. 
XVI. 15. that Augustus became offended with Herod, and 
threatened to reduce Judea to the state of a Roman province, and 
it is not unreasonable to suppose, though the threat was not exe- 
cuted till some years after, that some steps might have been taken, 
such as the decree in question, to make him believe the emperor 
‘was inearnest. ‘This supposition is greatly strengthened by the 
omission of the article before wpdérn. Before the discovery of 
the difficulty, which had escaped the notice of those acute ad- 
versaries of Christianity, Celsus and Julian, the words were uni- 
versally rendered This first taxing, &c. But if the words 7 
aToyoagp? TowWTH Were in immediate concord, the article must 
have been repeated, or awpwrn have been inserted between the 
article and aroyeaph. Compare Exod. xii. 15, 16. 1 Kings xiv. 
14. Dan. viii. 21. Joel ii. 20. Zach. xiv. 10, Rev. iv. 1. 7. xx. 5. 
xxi. 19. Hence it is more than probable that zeérn must be 
understood in the adverbial sense, in which it is taken in the 
E. T. The meaning, therefore, will be, This enrolment first 
took effect, §c. So wpwroc is used in John i. 42. v. 4. viil. 7. 
xx. 4. Acts xxvi. 23. xxvii. 43. Rom. x. 19. 1 Tim. ii. 138. 
1 John iv. 19. 

Two other methods for ascertaining the season of the year in 
which Christ was born have been adopted by chronologers, 
which, though manifestly uncertain in their application, it may be 
expedient to explain. In the first place it appears from Luke i. 
36. that the annunciation of the Virgin Mary took place in the 
sixth month after the conception of Elizabeth; so that, if both 
were born after the usual period of gestation, Jesus must have 
come into the world between five and six months after John the 
Baptist, and between fourteen and fifteen months after the ap- 
pearance of the angel to Zachariah in the Temple. Now it may be 
collected from various passages in Josephus, that no inducement 
however strong, not even the peril of death itself, could prevail with 
any of the twenty-four courses of priests, (of which see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 277.) partly from motives of religion, and 
partly of gain, to forego its respective turn of ministering in the 
Temple. If, therefore, we can find at what period of any given 
year any one of these courses was in its turn of ministration, 
provided the due order of succession was never disturbed by any 
unavoidable accident, we can discover by a mere arithmetical cal- 
culation at what period the same or any other given course, as 
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the eighth, or the course of Abiah, to which Zachariah belonged, 
would enter upon its service in that or any preceding or suc- 
ceeding year. It so happens, however, that the regular succes- 
sion was repeatedly disturbed; but then it is recorded that after 
the three years profanation of the Temple by Antiochus Epi- 
phanes, the sanctuary was cleared, and the daily sacrifice re- 
stored on the five-and-twentieth day of the ninth month in the 
hundred forty and eighth year, i. e. on Noy. 22. J. P..4549., 
from which time the order of the courses was carefully maintained 
till the destruction of Jerusalem. Assuming then that the first 
of the priestly families, that of Joarib, in consequence of its pre- 
cedence, and for the sake of order and regularity, to have entered 
upon the service thus renewed, the course in office at any given 
time is easily determined. For the whole number of courses 
multiplied into the number of days each course officiated = 24 
x 7 — 168 complete cycle of days in the weekly ministra- 
tions. By ascertaining, therefore, how many revolutions of 168 
days are contained between Nov. 22. J. P. 4549 and any sub- 
sequent date, the remainder, if any, will point out the course re- 
quired. If the remainder be equal to one, two, three, &c. mul- 
tiples of seven, the second, third, fourth, &c. courses,—and if there 
be no remainder the course of J oarib—will then be entering upon 
their duties. Since, therefore, the birth of Jesus has been fixed to 
some part of the year between Jan. 3, J. P. 4709 and Jan. 3, J. P. 
4710, the ministration of the course of Abiah, during which the 
angel appeared to Zacharias, must be sought for between fourteen 
and fifteen months earlier, i. e. between Nov. 3. J. P. 4707 and 
Nov. 3. J. P. 4708. By the above process this course is found _ 
to have entered upon its office first on April 3, and again on 
Sept. 18. J. P. 4708; and, therefore, reckoning fourteen months 
complete from each of these ministrations, the nativity took 
place either in the months of June or November, J. P. 4709. 
Independently, however, of the ambiguity in all calculations of 
this kind, arising from the circumstance that each course was in 
office twice and sometimes three times in the same year, which 
will always lead to a double, and consequently a dubious result ; 
an objection is naturally suggested to the above method in par- 
ticular, that so tenacious of their rights as these courses avowedly 
were, they would scarcely have consented to the preference as- 
sumed to have been shewn to the family of Joarib. It is more - 
consistent to suppose that they either resumed their services at 
the link in the chain in which it had been broken off by Antio- 
chus, or else that they proceeded in the same manner as if their 
regularity had never been interrupted. Upon each of these alter- 
natives a calculation has been made, founded upon a passage in 
the Talmud and the Seder Olam respectively, the former of 
which places the destruction of the Temple by the Romans, which 
took place on Aug. 4. J. P. 4783. to the beginning, and the 
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latter to the conclusion of the ministration of the course of Joarib. 
Now by a retrograde calculation the course of Abiah is found to 
have commenced its week of service in the year of J. P. 4708, 
a fortnight later upon one of these authorities, and a week later 
upon the other, than it has been shewn to have happened upon 
the original assumption. These variations must render the ac- 
curacy of any of these hypotheses uncertain, and all of them sus- 
picious ; not to mention that they all set out with the idea that 
Christ was born after the ordinary period of gestation, which 
may possibly not have been the fact, and against which there is a 
tradition preserved by Epiphanius (Her. LI. 29. p.451. A.) that 
he was born in the seventh or tenth month after his conception. 
That such might very probably have been the case, the expe- 
rience of the most eminent physicians has testified. 

The other method which has been adopted for determining 
the season of the year at which Christ was born, depends upon 
a comparison of the events which accompanied his nativity. It 
seems scarcely possible that the nightly watch of the shepherds, 
the census in Judea, and the flight into Egypt should have taken 
place in the depth of winter. At the same time the inference 
deduced from these circumstances is far less conclusive in relation 
to the mild and salubrious climate of Judea than it would be in 
relation to another of severer temperature: and if it should be 
opposed to any argument derived from a less uncertain source, it 
must of course be given up as invalid. Now the 25th of De- 
cember has been universally observed throughout Christendom 
~ as the anniversary of the nativity from the fourth century down- 
wards; and this does not materially differ, in respect of the 
season of the year, from the ancient tradition. of the Eastern 
Church, which fixed it to the 6th of January. But there were 
also in early times other opinions upon the subject ; and Clemens 
Alex. in his Stromata, after stating his own opinion, that Jesus 
was born one hundred and ninety-four years one month and 
thirteen days before the death of Commodus, i. e. in the month 
of Nov. J. P. 4711, proceeds to mention the opinions of others, 
to whom the months of April or May appeared more probable. 
Clemens is certainly incorrect in the year, and probably in the 
month, which he has assigned, to the event in question: and 
although there is great uncertainty in the application of the above 
hypothesis, the result of the latter at least may be considered as 
adding some support to the accuracy of the preceding investiga- 
tions, which fixed the spring of the year J. P. 4709 as the era 
of the nativity. In other words, he may have been born about 
two years before the death of Herod in the beginning of J. P. 
4711, and in confirmation of this conclusion Epiphanius relates 
it, apparently as the general opinion of the primitive Christians, 
that Joseph and Mary remained in Egypt somewhat less than 
two years, Her. LI. 9. T. 1. p. 431. Benson, Mrppreron, 
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Camppett, Macknicut, WerTsTEIn.—[SCALicER, ALLIX, Ca- 
sauBon, Wurrsy, Micuar.is, &c. &c.] 


Ver. 4. 2& oixov kat marpiacg Aaio. The warpia was a part 
of the oixoc, the latter including the servants and collateral 
branches, and the former being confined to the direct line of 
descent, according to the division of the tribes into families and 
households. See Numb. i. 18. sqq. Josh. vii. 17, 18. and Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p..79. Somewhat analogous is the Roman dis- 
tinction of gentes and familie. See also my note on Hom. Il. 
B. 362. The mode of enrolment, according to the cities to 
which each person respectively belonged, prevailed not only in 
Judea, but in Rome. Compare Liv. XX XVIII. 28. 36. XLII. 10. 
Cic. de Legg. 11. 2. It does. not appear, however, that there 
was any necessity for Mary’s appearance, unless she was a 
heiress; and it has, therefore, been supposed that such was the 
case, as she would otherwise scarcely have undertaken so long 
a journey in her present condition. Possibly she might accom- 
pany her husband in order to remain under his protection, and 
secure herself from the taunts of her unbelieving neighbours; or 
she might judge it proper, on this occasion, to claim her descent 
from David, as she knew herself to be miraculously with child of 
the Messiah. At all events it was so ordained by the Aimighty, 
in order to the fulfilment of the prophecy in Mic. v. 2. which the 
Jews themselves applied to their Messiah. See the Targum zx 
loc. and the Talmud, in Joma, p. 10. 1. According to Justin, 
Tertullian, and Chrysostum, Jesus also was enrolled. Gnrortus, 
WetsteIn, Doppripce, ScHorrTtcEN. In the next verse the 
participle peuvnorevpévy is used, although Mary was now not 
only espoused but married, in reference to the conduct of Jo- 
seph, as related in Matt. i. 25. Macxnicur. 


Ver. 7. ¢v 7H parvy. The meaning of this word has been 
greatly canvassed. Many of the commentators, with the E. T. 
render it a manger, which is unquestionably its more general 
signification ; and, under the circumstances of the case, a manger 
would not appear an unlikely receptacle for the new-born child. 
At the present day, however, horses do not eat out of mangers in 
the East, but from bags of hair-cloth, which are hung about their 
necks for that purpose. Hence some have imagined that a bag 
of this kind is here intended; but, admitting that the modern is a 
continuation of the ancient usage in this respect, which is ren- 
dered somewhat improbable from Herod. IX. 70., both one and 
the other of these interpretations are equally inadmissible upon 
other grounds. It is clear from the context that the ¢arvn was 
not merely the place in which the babe was laid, but the place 
also in which he was born and swaddled. For if the words é 
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Th parvy do not belong as much to rexev as to avékAwvev, where, 
it may be asked, did Mary’s delivery happen? Certainly not in 
the «xardAvua, for there we are immediately told that there was 
no room, not merely for the child, but aivoie, i. e. for Mary and 
Joseph. By arvn, therefore, we must understand some place 
in which they might find a lodging, though less convenient than 
the karaéAvya: and we have two meanings of which garvy is ca- 
pable, from which to make choice. Some understand an enclosed 
area for cattle, like our farm-yard, which is commonly adjoined 
to the house; but an unsheltered enclosure seems little adapted 
for the accommodation of a person in Mary’s situation. It is far 
more likely, therefore, that a stad or stable is intended, and in this 
sense the word is frequently employed by the best writers. Eurip. 
Jon. xabetoEar avrov immuaic wédac parvaocw. Soalso presepe 
in Virg. Ain. I. 425. VII. 275. et sepius. This interpretation is 
considerably supported by the article, which clearly indicates 
that the @arvn in question is monadic, and belonged to the xarda- 
Avua mentioned in the same verse. Now of mangers there would 
probably be several, and though the stable and the énn might 
very well be thus contradistinguished, yet not so well the zn 
and the manger. It is true the article is wanting in some good 
MSS., and Griesbach has affixed to it the mark of possible spu- 
riousness. But the various reading in all probability arose from 
y. 12. where the best MSS. want the article, and where it should 
certainly be expunged. The interpretation is also further con- 
firmed by the authority of Justin Martyr, and other of the fa- 
thers, by whom the place of the nativity is denominated omfAaov 
or avrpov. Closely allied to this is the tradition still prevalent 
in the East, that the place of the nativity was a grotto, and that 
the stable might be really such is highly probable from the rocky 
nature of the country about Jerusalem. Justin Martyr, it is true, 
expressly distinguishes between the cave and the parvy in which 
they laid the child. His words in Dial. c. Tryph. are these: 
éreoav "Iwonp ov« elxev ev TH Koy ekelvy TOU KaTadAvoal, év oTN- 
Aaiy Tit suveyyde Tie Kkwpne KatéAvos, kal TéTE avTwY dvTwWY 
éxel, érerdce-) Magia rov Xporoy, kal év parvy adrov éreBeixer. 
So also Origen ec. Cels. Setxvura ro ev BnOAeiu omfjAaov EvOa 
zyevviOn, kal» év TH oTndaly Parvn, év @ tomapyavwOn. May 
not the distinction, however, be considered as referring to the 
entire cave, and the portion of it on which the bed was strawed ? 
It is further observable that Justin places the cave near and not 
in Bethlehem. But though the inn were without the village, 
still, inasmuch as it belonged to Bethlehem, whatever happened 
there may fairly be said to have happened at Bethlehem. It may 
be added that, according to Volney, the houses of public recep- 
tion in the East are always built without the precincts of towns. 
Mippiteton, WerstrIn, RoseNMULLER, KurnoEu.— [Bravu- 
SOBRE, CAMPBELL, MICHAELIS, SCHLEUSNER, &c.] Of the Jewish 
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xardAvupara see on Mark xiv. 14. From Mary’s swaddling the 
child herself it has been thought that she was delivered without 
the usual pains of child-birth. Wairsy. The ordpyava, swad- 
dling-clothes, were very generally used among the ancients, and 
indeed till lately, in modern times, as a preventive against dis- 
tortion. Photius: orapyaveépara’ ai mowtra packiat, Kat oi 
Seopol Tov aptirékwy tékvwv. Senec. de Benef. VII. 24. Ne 
membra libertas immatura detorqueat, in rectum exitura con- 
stringunt. “isch. Agam. 1596. rurfdv dvr tv orapydavorc. 
Choéph. 753. mate tr’ dv év orapyavoic. WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 8. ayoavAovvrec. Hesych. of tv aypoic duavuxrepsbovrec. 
But the word signifies generally to abide in the fields, whether 
by day or night, and is more appropriately explained by Etym. 
M. of év ayo avACépevor. Hence it was necessary to subjoin 
Tie vueroc. The argument deduced from this event, in reference 
to the season of the year in which our Lord was born, has been 
already noticed as not quite conclusive. It is certain, from the 
testimony of several travellers, that some of the wandering Ara- 
bian tribes dwell in tents in the open plains both in winter and 
summer; and the word aypavAin is used of a military encamp- 
ment by Diodorus. St. Luke, however, does not seem to allude 
to any pastoral tribes, but merely to the shepherds of Bethlehem; 
and it appears from the Talmud that it was customary in the 
mountainous parts of Judea to keep their flocks at pasture from 
the Passover till the first rain, i. e. from March till November. 
See Bezah, p. 40, 1. Schab. p. 45, 2. Licurroot, Benson, 
WertstTEIn. Of the watches of the night see Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. p. 169. The words should be rendered keeping the 
watches, §c. . 


Ver. 9, twéorn. The verb édiornu: is generally applied to 
sudden appearances and heavenly visions. Compare Luke xxi. 
34, xxiv. 4. Acts xii. 7. xxiii. 27. Hom. Il. ©. 201. Arist. Pace. 
427. Anacr. III. 6. Herod. II. 141. V. 56. Dion. Hal. VII. 67. 
So Virg. An. IV. 702. Devolat, et supra caput adstitit. Wert- 
STEIN, Kurnort. By some commentators 6d&a Kvptov is ren- 
dered a bright light, in reference to the Hebrew idiom noticed on 
Mark xi. 22. But the term should rather seem to correspond 
with the Hebrew M17 N13, by which the Shechinah, or symbol 
of the Divine presence is expressed in the O. T. So Exod. xxiv. 
16. Psalm \xxy. 10. This appearance was frequently attended, 
as in this instance, (v. 13.) by a company of angels, who, as they 
sung at the creation, so did they also at the redemption, of the 
world. See Job xxxviii. 7. and compare 1 Kings xxii. 19. 
Neh. ix. 6. Psalm ciii. 20. Wurrsy, Scuorrrcen.—[Gro- 
tius.]_ The form poPScioba odor is similar to yapivac yapav 
in Matt. ii. 10. 
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Ver. 11. Xoistég¢ Kipioc. Christ the Lord, i. e. the Lord 
Messiah ; Kipwe corresponding with the Hebrew Jehovah. 
Compare Hos. i. 7. HoLpEN. 


Ver. 14, tv wiioroc. Scil. ovpavoic. So Matt. xxi. 9. 
The Jews reckoned three heavens, of which the highest was con- 
sidered as the place of the throne of God; and in this sense the 
plural is used, according to the Hebrew idiom. The phrase %v 
visto is used by the LXX only in Job xvi. 19. where it evi- 
dently corresponds in sense with this passage. We have a si- 
milar contrast between heaven and earth in Matt. vi. 10. Luke 
xi, 2.1 Cor. viii. 5. Eph, i. 10. iii. 15. Col, i. 16. 20. Rev. v. 3. 
13. except that the highest heavens are not the object of compa- 
rison. ‘The import of these words has greatly perplexed the 
commentators. Some understand eidoxia tv avOowrore as the 
predicate, and the rest of the words as the subject of the sen- 
tence. But thus to change the doxology into a kind of proverb 
or aphorism, miserably detracts from its beauty, and converts a 
joyous acclamation into a cold and languid declaration of facts. 
Others adopt the reading of the Alexandrian MSS. which, to- 
gether with one other, gives evdoxiac. Now to join ciohvn evdo- 
kiac is exceedingly harsh and unnatural; and to unite avOowoic 
evookiac is directly at variance with the sense of the context. 
The Vulgate however favours the latter method: In terra pax 
hominibus bone voluntatis. But the angelic proclamation of 
peace on earth to the men whom God favoureth, which seems to 
be the meaning of this translation, suits ill with their previous 
tidings of great joy to ALL people. Others again would read 
evooxia in the dative, et aliter alii; but the whole difficulty 
seems to have arisen from dividing the verse into ¢hree clauses. 
That it consists of two only is evident to demonstration from the 
apposition of év ipicrore and Oeq in the one, to émt yii¢ and év 
avOpdémorc in the other. Hence also the following order: O«q 
év ibioroie OdEa (zort,) kal tv avOpdrore éxi yng sionvn, evookla. 
Acclamations and shouts of triumph are usually broken into short 
elliptic sentences, which will account for the want of the copula 
between ciofvn and evdoxia, though scarcely for its omission in 
the’ last of three clauses, in the second of which it is inserted. 
Thus the blessing proclaimed to mankind is twofold: 1. siojvn, 
Peace with God and our own consciences, whence Christ is called 
the Prince of Peace. Compare Isaiah ix. 6. 1 Cor.i. 30. Ephes. 
ii. 14. Col. i. 20. 2. Good-will, or affection one with another, 
Rom. x. 1. Phil. i. 15. ii. 13. It should be remarked, in con- 
clusion, that there is some difference of opinion respecting the 
manner of supplying the ellipsis. Some prefer fo7w, as in Matt. 
ix. 21. but gore is perhaps more suitable to a doxology, and is 
abundantly sanctioned by 1 Pet.iv. 11. Dopprinee, CaAmPBELt, 
Parxkuurst, Kuinoent.—[Prarce, WAKEFIELD, LicuTroor, &c. | 
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Ver. 15. Kat of dvPowzror, of momévec, kK. T. r. The conjunc- 
tion is redundant; and so again v. 21. _It has been usual to ex- 
plain dvPowor wowpévec as a pleonastic Hebraism, of which there 
are examples in Gen. xlvi. 32. and elsewhere; at the same 
time that the idiom is no less frequent in Greek writers. Thus 
Herod. VI. 83. avOowmro¢ pariic. The use of amo in this 
manner is unlimited. But in these cases the article, which is 
here indicative of the renewed mention, is seldom, if ever, in- 
serted. It is, therefore, preferable to understand of wouévec in 
explanatory apposition with of av@pw7o., so that the sense will 
be, the men, i. e. the shepherds ; those mentioned, namely, in v. 8. 
So Thucyd. VIII. 77. of 82 weupOévrec t¢ Lapov, ot éka woEo- 
Bevral. VaucKnzR.—[Grotivs, Kurnort.] Here, andat v. 19. 
pia is to be taken in the sense of rpayya, ut sepius. In this 
latter verse there is considerable difference of opinion in regard 
to the meaning of the verb cup34dXerv. Some would render it to 
understand, to comprehend, to unravel the meaning of; and in 
support of this sense they refer to a variety of passages relating 
to dreams and oracles, concerning which the Heathens themselves 
did not pretend to any certain knowledge. Others translate to 
revolve, to consider, as in Hom. I. H. 297. Theocr. Idyl. XXV. 
168. Soph. GEd. C. 1151. But the meaning which suits best with 
the passage is to form conjectures respecting, viz. by comparing 
past and present events. Compare Herod. I. 91. Dion Hal. I. 
24, Arrian, II. 3. Of this sense also the passages first referred 
to are more capable than of that which they are cited to defend; 
not to mention that throughout the N. T. cvuBadAav is used 
only by St. Luke, and that of five places besides this, in which 
he has employed it, none will admit of the sense in question. 
ALBERTI, RaPHELIUS, CAMPBELL, &c.—[ELSNER, WETSTEIN, 
DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 22. bre ixdhoOnoay ai huéoa x. t.r. In illustration of 
this and the preceding verse see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 
270. sqq. 422. sqq. ‘The period of a woman’s uncleanness after 
giving birth to a male child was seven days; in addition to which, 
for thirty-three days more, she was still thought in an inferior 
degree unclean, being debarred from touching any hallowed 
thing, and from going into the sanctuary. For a daughter the 
time of separation was double, the first term being fourteen days, 
and the second sixty-six, in all eighty, before she could partake 
in the solemnities of public worship. At the conclusion of this 
period the purification of the mother, and the presentation of the 
child, if a first-born son, took place. The presentation indeed 
might take place when the child was a month old, but as the time 
was not, like that of circumcision, fixed to a particular day, it is 
not unlikely that it may have been customary, because convenient, 


to perform the ceremony at the same time with the purification. 
10 
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With respect to the purification, there is a various reading of 
some importance. The MSS. read xafagiopod adtayv with very 
few exceptions, of which some give adrov, and one, the Com- 
plutensian, airie. Of these the former requires no notice, but 
the latter is adopted by the E. T.’and some other versions, partly 
it should seem because the law in Lev. xii. 1. speaks of the mo- 
ther only, and partly from the fear of imputing uncleanness to 
Christ. But the spirit of the law extended the impurity of the 
mother to the child suckled by her; and as Christ was circum- 
cised that he might fufil all righteousness, so he submitted, with 
the Virgin, to the ceremony of purification, though he was free 
from every moral stain, and she from the pollution of ordinary 
childbirth. Campsent, Doppriner, Wuitsy. After TapacTh-= 
oa we must supply Ouctav. Rom. xii. 1. rapacrioa ra cépara 
duov Ovolav ry Oeg. So Alian. V. H. VII. 41. Lucian. D.C. 
T. I. p.958. In the same manner the Latins use sistere, as in 
Stat. Theb. IV. Velleris obscuri pecudes, armentaque sisti Atra 
jubet. With rov Sovva, in v. 24. there is an ellipsis of fvexa, 
as in y. 77. of the preceding chapter. Of Zetyoc, as applied to 
birds, we have examples in Herod. III. 76. epavn lonkwy ixta 
Cebyea, dbo alyumimv Cebyea Sudkovra. Athen. IX. p. 397. rawv 
Zevyoc. WeETSTEIN, ELsNeR, ALBERTI. 


Ver, 25. Sixawoc cat evAaf3hc. The former of these adjectives 
implies a strict observance of the outward ceremonies of the law, 
as in Matt. i. 19. and the latter an énward devotion of the heart. 
In its primary signification it denotes one who handles a thing 
carefully, or, in a passive sense, a thing carefully handled, as 
opposed to dtcAnmroc. Compare AXlian. Hist. An. III. 33. 
Lucian. Timon. T. I. p. 114. Grev. Hence it signifies gene- 
rally cautious, as in Arrian, Diss. Ep. II. 1. 17. and as applied 
to religion, devout. Of this sense we have examples in Dewt. ii. 
5. 1 Sam. xviii. 29. Prov. xxx. 5. Micah vii. 2. LXX. Acts ii. 5. 
viii. 2. Xen. Mem. III. 6. 8. Plat. Pheed. §. 39. The character 
here intended is described somewhat differently, but to the same 
effect, in Acts x. 22. avijp Sikaoe kat poPobpevoe Tov O<dv. So 
Ovid. Met. V. 100. A2qui cultor, timidusque Deorum. The 
primitive title of bishops was evAaBéoraroc. GRrotius, WETSTEIN. 
Inquiries have been instituted in order to identify the Symeon or 
Simon here mentioned, with some known personage in the Jewish 
history. Of the celebrated Simon, surnamed the Just, Josephus 
observes, Ant. XII. 2. Sixaoc éruxAnBeie dua re rd TOdE Ozbv 
evoe3ic, Kal TO TOdE TOvE Suopirove edvovv. But he had been 
long dead ; and it is by no means certain that he deserved the | 
character attributed to Symeon by St. Luke. It appears, however, 
from the Talmud, in Juchas. p. 66, 2. that Rabban Simeon, the 
son of Hillel, whom he had succeeded as father of the Sanhedrim, 
was still alive, and lived a great while after the birth of Christ. 
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But this circumstance is evidently against the supposition that he 
was the Symeon mentioned by the Evangelist, which rests upon 
the simple fact, that he had a son named Gamaliel, who was 
possibly the celebrated teacher mentioned in Acts v. 34. Indeed, 
the whole matter is mere conjecture, and St. Luke’s silence upon 
the subject renders the conjecture very improbable. DopprinGE. 
—[Licutroor, Werstrin.] The consolation of Israel is a 
phrase by which the Jews frequently designated the Messiah, in 
reference to the manner in which his coming is sometimes fore- 
told by the prophets. See Isaiah xlix. 13. li. 9. Ixvi. 13. Jerem. 
xxxi. 13. Zech. i. 17. Inthe Talmud also he is spoken of as the 
Manahem, or comforter ; nor was it unusual for them to swear by 
their desire of seeing this consolation. Thus Chagigah, p. 16, 2. 
R. Judah Ben Tabbai said: So let me see the consolation if I 
have put to death a false witness. Chetubb. p. 67, 1. R. 
Eliezer Ben Zadok said : So let me see the consolation, if I did 
not see her gleaning barley under the horse’s heels. Similar 
examples abound. This consolation, again alluded to in v. 38., 
was now generally expected, not only in Judea, but throughout 
the whole East. See Tacit. Hist. V. 13. Sueton. Vesp. §. 4: 
Joseph. B. J. VI. 31. The sceptre was now departing from 
Judah, the seventy weeks of Daniel nearly accomplished, and the — 
spirit of prophecy had revived in Zacharias, Symeon and Anna:— 
circumstances, which could not fail to encourage and quicken the 
expectation. Some, indeed, do not understand the word zpo- 
@ijric as applied to Anna in v. 36. in the sense of a prophetess 
strictly so called, but merely of a woman devoted to a religious 
life, or, perhaps, a prophets wife. But it was clearly under the 
influence of divine inspiration that Anna spoke of the infant 
Jesus as the Messiah; and nothing less than this is ever implied 
by the word in Holy Writ. See the note on Luke i. 67. and 
compare Judg. iv. 4. 2 Kings xxii. 14. 2 Chron. xxxiv. 22. 
LXX. Rev. ii. 20. St. Paul indeed calls a Heathen poet zgo- 
pitne in Tit. i, 12. but it is well known that the Heathen poets 
generally laid claim to a divine afflatus, and the Apostle evidently 
spoke in reference to the opinion of the people of whom he was 
writing. The noun wapdxkAnore is, of course, to be understood in 
the abstract for the concrete; and so again owrhp.oyv, v. 30. 
Wuitsy, Licutroot, Grotius, Parkuurst.—[A. CrarKe, 
Kypxe, &c.] By rvevpa ayvov we must understand a divine in- 
fluence; and rov rvebuarog tov ayiov, in the following verse, 
may be intended of the same divine influence, the article denot- 
ing the renewed mention; though the act there inferred points 
rather at the personal acceptation of rvedua. See on Matt. i. 18. 
MrippteTon. Of the verb yonuariZew see on Matt. ii. 12. and 
of the phrase idsiv Aavarov on Matt. xvi, 28. 


Ver, 29. viv amodbac x. 7. A. Symeon’s hymn of praise 
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hinges upon the fulfilment of those prophecies which speak of the 
Messiah as the peculiar glory of the Jews, from whom he was to 
spring, and of the final admission of the Gentiles to be partakers 
in the light of the Gospel. See Jsaiah xlvi. 13. xlix. 6. lii.’7. 10. 
When the clearness of these predictions is considered, it is won- 
derful that the Jews were so unwilling to consider the Gentiles 
as capable of the favour of God. See Acts x. 45. xi. 18. Even 
those who were at all inclined to admit the idea, conceived that 
the privilege could only be obtained by a conversion to Judaism. 
In reference to these prejudices, therefore, upon the first appear- 
ance of Christ, the glory of the second temple, in his own house, 
Simeon seems to have been directed by the Spirit to announce 
that salvation which was prepared for all people. The verb 
avoAve signifies properly to loose, and thence to release, as 
from a disease, Luke xiii. 12. from imprisonment, Matt. xxvi. 15. 
from punishment, Matt. xviii. 27. from the bond of marriage, 
i. e. to divorce, Matt. i. 19. also to suffer, to depart, to dismiss, 
Matt. xiv. 15. Hence it is applied, by a euphemism, to the dis- 
missal of the soul from the body, as in this passage. Compare 
Gen. xv. 2. Numb. xx. 29. Job iii. 6. Tod. ii. 138. LXX. The 
ellipsis to be supplied, as some suppose, is a6 rov Ziv or Tov 
Btov, but dd Tov cwpmaroc is more probable. Plat. Phed. ap. 
Plutarch. p. 108. C. @dAd caBapcbwuev am’ adtov (rod sémaroc,) 
fwe dv 6 Osd¢ avrog arodboy hac. Elian. V. H. V. 6. azo- 
bce 2k TOY TOV Gwparoc Secouav. We meet, however, with 
aréAvare tov Biov in Diod. Sic. p. 653. In the next verse the 
addition of of 6¢9aApoi is probably emphatic. Similar instances 
occur in Gen. xlv. 12. Job xix. 27. xlii. 5. 1 Johni. 1. Wurrsy, 
Grotius, ParKHuRsT, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 32. gac sic awoxadvfw x. 7. AX. These words are in 
apposition with cwrfovov in v. 30. The E. T. renders a light 
to lighten the Gentiles, which is scarcely correct. If the passage 
be compared with Jsaiah xlix. 6. LX X. (I have given thee tic pwc 
20vev.) and with Psalm xeviii. 2. (Before the Gentiles amexa- 
Aue THY Scarocbyny adrov.) it seems that the words of the Evan- 
gelist are transposed for pac 2Ovév sic awoxddufwv. Hence the 
sense will be a light of the Gentiles, for revelation; viz. of the 
righteousness of God. See Rom.i. 17. Grorius. In the next 
verse the verb jjv is syncopated for jjoav. 


Ver. 34. i8od, ovroe keirar x. 7, A. In this prediction Simeon 
has been supposed to adopt a metaphor, corresponding to that 
found in Isaiah viii. 14. xxviii. 16. which are united in one 
citation, and applied to the Messiah in Rom. ix. 33. Under the 
image of a stone lying in the path, Christ is represented as a 
rock of stumbling to those who reject him, and of support to 
those, who, by leaning upon it, raise themselves from the state of 
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ignorance and prejudice into which they had fallen, to a belief in 
the Gospel. But the phrase xeioAa ele ru signifies to be ordained 
or appointed for any purpose, as in Phil. i. 17. 1 Thess. ii. 3. 
and in this sense it here refers to onuctov as well as rrwow kat 
avaoraciv. At the same time, no fatality is implied, the import 
of the expression amounting merely to this: that such would be 
the effect arising from the different dispositions with which the 
Jews and mankind in general would receive the dispensation of 
the Gospel. The continuation of the sense, after the parenthesis 
in v. 35. does not indicate the appointed intention of Christ’s ill- 
treatment; but the thoughts of men’s hearts—whether good or 
bad, for diadoyiopoi includes both,—are declared to be the cause 
of his reception on the one hand, and his rejection on the other. 
Grotius, Wetste1n.—[Macxnieut, Le Cuerc.] Of the word 
onuctov different interpretations have been assigned by the com- 
mentators. Some understand it to signify a remarkable per- 
sonage ; and others explain it as a metaphor from a mark, which . 
ts shot at. See Gen. xlix. 23. Psalm xi. 2. xxxvii. 14. lxiv. 3, 4. 
Job xvi. 12. But the metaphor fails in the participle avriAcyd- 
psvoy; so that it is better to explain the expression from Lsazah 
vill. 18., which is applied to Christ and his followers in Heb. ii. 
13. Compare Acts xxviii. 22. Deeds as well as words, how- 
ever, seem to be included in this participle, as they are in the 
word BAaogpnula in Psalm xviii. 43. 1 Mace. ii. 6. LXX. The 
present also, be it observed, is put for the future. So Wisd. xi. 
16. 2 Mace. vi. 14, UXX. Acts xxi. 3. 2 Cor. iii. 7. 2 Pet. ii. 9. 
iii. 11. Thucyd. II. 87. Xen. Mem. III. 13. 4, Herodian. III. . 
11. Diod. Sic. IV. 31. Parxuurst, Grotrus.—[Doppripex, 
SCHLEUSNER. | 


_ Ver, 35. poupata. Psalm xxxvi. 15. LXX. % pougata abrev 
elaéOor cig rv Kapdlav airwy. Val. Flac. Arg. VI. A2quaque, 
nec ferro brevior nec romphea ligno. The word signifies pro- 
perly an oblong javelin, much in use among the Thracians, and 
not unlike the German framea; hence any weapon, as a sword, 
in Rev. i. 16. Compare Exod. v. 3, Levit. xxvi. 6. Deut. xxxii. 
41. Judg. vii. 20. Isaiah i. 20. LXX. where it always answers 
to the Hebrew 170, a sword. The prediction of Simeon re- 
specting the Virgin is taken by some in a literal sense, as fore- 
telling that she should suffer martyrdom; and so Epiphanius, 
Heres. III. 78. 23. But this is uncertain. Others therefore 
interpret poupata metaphorically of the cruel calumnies which 
were industriously circulated against her character. But it 
should rather be understood of the sorrow which she experienced 
in witnessing the injuries and insults to which Jesus was ex- ° 
posed: and thus the prophecy was most signally fulfilled when 
she saw him expiring on the cross, amid the scoffs and cruelties 
of the multitude. See John xix. 25. The representation of mental 
10 
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anguish, under the image of a wound, is very frequent in the 
classical writers. Hom. Il. I. 3. révOeg & atrAhty <Borharo 
mavrec tpistot. Soph. Aj. 938, Xwoti Ted¢ Hap, oida, yevvaia 
dém. Virg. Ain. XII. 168. trésti turbatam vulnere mentis. 
Compare Psalm xliii. 10. lv. 21. Ivii. 4, Joseph, Ant. VIII. 8. 3. 
Stat. Theb. X. 613. Senec. de Jra, III. 14. By a common 
figure also, pougata, the weapon, is substituted for the wound, 
which it inflicts. So Pédo¢ in Il. ©. 513. A. 268. and elsewhere 
frequently. Doppriner, Grortivs, Lr Cierc, WerTsTEIn.— 
[Wuirsy, Hammonp, Licurroor.] 


Ver. 37. xat attn yhoa. Seil. jv. So Luke vii. 12., where, 
however, some would understand air# yfoq in the dative: but 
the more usual rendering is sufficiently established by a parallel 
example in Herod. IV. 109. Bovdivoe 8: od ™m avTn yAwoon 
xoéwvrar Kai of TeAwvot* aXX’ od? Stara) avrh. With Xhoa 
also, the feminine of yjjgoe, there is an ellipsis of yu}, which is 
supplied in Lwke iv. 26. So Hom. Il. B. 289. Xnoai Te ybvarKec. 
Compare Il. Z. 472. 2 Sam. xiv. 5. 1 Kings vii. 14. LXX. 
Buacxwatt, Parxuurst. The widowhood of Anna is espe- 
cially mentioned, that state being held in great honour among 
the Jews. In the case of Anna, whose husband appears to have, 
died when she was yet young, and had been married only seven 
years, it would have been regarded as a particular instance of re- 
ligious mortification, Hence Cyril, of Jerusalem, speaks of her 
as éyxparie¢, continent, evAaBeorarn, devout, and doxnrola, as- 
cetic, or strict in her religious exercises. There is a similar 
example in Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 6. 6. véa yao xnosvev trapé- 
MELVE, Yauy TE amEiTE TY TOOC ErEpoV, KalTep TOV LYeBacrov Ke- 
Asbcavrée Tit yapetobar, kal Aowoprwv amn\Aaypévov Oveswoaro 
avtig Tov Biov. So Val. Max. II. 1. 3. Que uno contente ma- 
trimonio fuerant, corona pudicitie honorabantur. WrrtTsTEIN, 
KuinoeL, Hammonp. In stating that Anna departed not from 
the Temple night or day, the Evangelist does not mean that she 
abode there continually; for none lived there except the priests 
and Levites. The expression is hyperbolical, and denotes that 
she spent the greater part of her time in the Temple, being con- 
stant in her attendance at the morning and evening sacrifice, 
often engaging in the exercise of private prayer and fasting, and 
joining perhaps in those anthems which the priests occasionally 
sung during the night watches, to which David alludes in Psalm 
cxix. 62. cxxxiv. 1, 2. The attendance of the Apostles upon 
the daily service is mentioned in the same manner in Luke xxiv. 
33. Acts i, 18, 14. ii. 46. Macknicut, DoppripGr. 


Ver. 38. wept avrov. The antecedent to which the relative | 
refers is Kuplw, by which, therefore, we must necessarily under- 
stand Jesus. Doppripce. Commentators differ respecting the 
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signification of the verb avOoporoyeicba. Some render it to 
praise, some to return thanks, and some again to confess or ac- 
knowledge; which last is perhaps correct. Compare Psalm 
Ixxviii. 13. LXX. In Eera iii. 11. LXX. the substantives 
aivoc and avOopoAdsynore are united, so as to indicate that they 
are not precisely synonymous; and it may be objected to the 
second meaning, that an infant would scarcely have been sensible 
to an expression of gratitude. At all events, there is an ellipsis 
in the construction. Plutarch, Aimil. p. 260. B. avOopodoysio- 
Oat twa yao. Diod. Sic. p. 45. avboporoysioOa & iv avay- 
kalov kal TaG KATA pé00C apETaC avToU. Parknurst.—[WET- 
STEIN, SCHLEUSNER.]| In the end of the verse the construction is 
transposed, and should properly run thus: rote év “Iepovoadiju 
mooodexouévoic AbTowov. Some few MSS. read rov IopanA, 
and év t» “IopandA, by which the sense is not altered, but the 
authorities for the received text are unquestionable. Grortus, 
CaMPBELL. 


Ver. 40. yapic Ocov. Many commentators understand by 
these words, after the Hebrew idiom noticed on Mark xi. 22., an 
extraordinary comeliness ; and that the historian points to that 
graceful dignity in our Lord’s manner which at once engaged 
the love and commanded the respect of all who heard him. That 
xaor¢ will admit of this sense, particularly in regard to elegance 
of speech, is clear from Luke iv. 22. Ephes. iv. 29. Col. iv. 6. 
and there are several allusions in the Gospels to an extraordinary 
authority in our Lord’s address, blended with the most conde- 
scending sweetness. Compare Matt. vii. 28, 29. Mark i. 22. 
Luke iv. 22, 32. John vii. 46. But gracefulness of speech can 
scarcely be intended here in relation to a new-born babe; and it 
is further observable, that the grace of God, xdo1¢ Ozov, when 
not used for the meraculous gifts of the Holy Ghost, always means 
in the N. T. his favour or affection to men, as in Acts iv. 33. 
2 Cor. vi. 1. ix. 14. andelsewhere. Besides, in v. 52. infra, the 
Evangelist, speaking of Christ at twelve years old, relates, that 
as he grew in years he increased in favour (yégrrc) with God, 
which can mean nothing more than that the affection of his Fa- 
ther, which was manifest from his childhood, encreased with his 
ripening age. Wuitsy, Parkuurst, Doppringr. —[Wert- 
STEIN, CAMPBELL, Macxnicut, Rapueius. | 


Ver. 42. trav dédexa. By the Jewish canons parents were 
required to instruct their children, at the age of twelve years, in 
the trade for which they were intended. Chetubb. p. 50. Let a 
man deal gently with his son till he come to be twelve years old ; 
but from that time let him descend with him into his way of 
living. There is a tradition also that Moses was taken from his 
father’s house at twelve years old; and Ignatius observes, in 


LUKE II. 46, 49. 485 


Epist. ad Magnes. Sodopov sSwédexaerijec kolow emt taic yb- 
vatw éromjoato. So also Joseph. Ant. V. 10. 4. Sauobnr0oc 
d: wetAnowkwe Erocg dn Swoékatov wooephreve. The Rabbins 
also state, that under this age they were called MIP, hetanim, 
i. e. Little ones; and afterwards O°), necharim, or children. 
We may observe by the way, however, that the word 7M), ne- 
char, is sometimes used for those under this age, as in Judg. xiii. 
24. 1 Sam. i. 24. Hos. xi. 1. 3. At the same time itis certain that 
children then became amenable to the law; and that they were 
inured to fasting, in order to prepare them for the exercise on the 
great day of atonement. See the Talmud, in Joma, p. 82, 1. 
and Abenezra on Gen. xvi. 14. It is more than probable, there- 
fore, that after this age they were looked upon as bound to ap- 
pear, with all the men of Israel, at the celebration of the three 
great annual festivals in Jerusalem ; of which, and of their mode of 
travelling on these occasions, 2m companies, (év ovvodiate, v. 44.) 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 306. 450. The attendance of 
women upon these solemnities was not perhaps indispensable ; 
but the more pious seem to have made it a duty to be present at 
least at the passover. Thus Hannah, in 1 Sam. i. 7. Grortus, 
Licutroot, WetsTEIn, DoppRincGE. 


Ver. 46. iv péow tov diackddwy. Besides the chambers in 
which the Sanhedrim and the other courts of judicature were held, 
there was a hallin the Temple, in which it was customary for the 
disciples, or any person present, to enquire of the doctors re- 
specting any doubtful matter in the law. There is a Talmudic 
story, in Taanith, p. 67. 4. of a disciple who interrogated R. 
Gamaliel, Of what kind is the Evening Prayer? 'To whom he 
said: To-morrow, when I come into the Consistory, do thou 
come forth, and question me about this matter. Upon extraor- 
dinary occasions the same custom prevailed even in the Sanhe- 
drim, and the members of the council sometimes admitted the en- 
quirer toa seat upon the same bench with themselves. The 
admiration excited by the conversation of Jesus may readily be 
supposed to have procured him this honour ; nor is it reasonable 
to infer that he would have so far violated the rules of modesty 
and decorum as to seat himself there uninvited, for the purpose of 
joining in their debates. Licurroot, Doppriper. Of the ex- 
pression pe? nuépac tpsic see on Matt. xxvii. 63. and of the verb 
zElornu, in the next verse, on Matt. xii. 23. 


Ver. 49. év rote rov watedc pov, There is some ambiguity in 
this expression. The E. T. renders about my Father's business. 
To this effect many of the commentators supply the ellipsis by 
modypact, and a variety of examples might be adduced in which 
diva tv rit signifies to be engaged in any occupation. Prov. 
xxiii, 17. LXX. év @dBw Kupiov tof Any rv jypévav. 1 Tim. 
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_iv. 15. ratra pedéra’ tv robroe ioft. Horat. Epist. I. 1. 11. 
Quid verum atque decens curo, et rogo, et omnis in hoe sum. 
Compare John ix. 4. But the knowledge that Jesus would be 
well employed could not, as the connection in this instance seems 
to imply, have directed his parents where to find him. It is, 
therefore, preferable to supply oixhpwaor,-which is no less fre- | 
quently omitted than mpdayyaor; as, for instance, in Esth. v. 10. 
vi. 12. vii. 9. Ecclus. xlii. 10. LXX. John xix. 27. So Theocr. 
Idyl. Il. 76. ra Adcwvoc. Joseph. c. Apion. I. 18. év rote tov 
Avec. Theophylact explains év rq vad avrov; and so Origen, 
Euthymius, and others of the Fathers. There may possibly be 
an allusion to the prophecy in Mal. iii. 1. the nature of which his 
mother did not comprehend. Wuirsy, Hammonp, KuINoEL, 
WetsTEINn, Exsner, &c.—[Ros—ENMULLER, VALCKNER, &c. | 


Ver. 51. tv troracodpevog abvrotc. See on Matt. xiii. 55, 
In this subjection to his parents our Lord has left us an encou- 
raging example of filial duty, and of useful industry. Mack- 
NicHT. Ofthe word 7Ackia see on Matt. vi. 26. In the next verse 
it clearly denotes stature, since it would be unnecessary to relate 
that he advanced in years. The phrase wooxdéqreww tv rw is a 
metaphor borrowed from the felling of trees, in order to clear a 
passage. Hence it denotes to advance, whether in age, ac- 
qesnement or otherwise. Diod. Sic. XI. 87. wooxdémrew ty rar 

ela. 


CHAPTER III. 


Contents :—Commencement of the Baptist’s ministry, vw. 1— 
18. [Matt. ii. 1. Marki.2.] The cause of his subsequent 
imprisonment, vv. 19, 20. [Matt. xiv. 3. Mark vi. 17.] The 
baptism of Christ, vv. 21,22. [Matt. iii. 13. Mark i. 9.] The 
genealogy of Christ by his mother, vv. 23—38. 


Verse 1. éy tra d& «x. r.X. Of the argument arising from the 
connecting particle 2, and of the general evidence that this Gos- 
pel did not originally begin with this third chapter, as the So- 
cinians contend, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. pp. 272. sqq. 300. 


[ON THE FIFTEENTH YEAR OF TIBERIUS, AND THE DATE OF OUR 
LORD’S BAPTISM. 


The fifteenth year of Tiberius, as corresponding with the com- 
mencement of John the Baptist’s ministry, has given rise to con- 
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siderable difficulty in settling the chronology of the nativity of 
Christ. It appears from Luke iii. 23. that Jesus, when baptized 
by John in Jordan, was about.thirty years of age. Now Justin 
Martyr has observed that the expression woe ir@v rordkorra is 
somewhat indeterminate, implying not exactly thirty years, but 
_ Tolakovra Eryn wAslova 7) Kal 2Adooova, thirty years more or less. 
The later fathers have generally assumed that Christ was less 
than thirty years of age when baptized, lest the assertion of the 
Evangelist should militate with their erroneous opinion, that he 
was only thirty when crucified; and modern writers, taking the 
full liberty which the ambiguity allows, have varied from twenty- 
five to thirty-five, as the limits of which the phrase is capable. 
Hence, by reckoning backwards from the baptism to the birth of 
Christ, and taking it for granted that he was baptized in the 
same year of the reign of Tiberius in which John commenced his 
ministry, a variety of dates have been assigned to the nativity, 
all of them more or less falsified by their disagreement with one 
or other of the chronological data, which the Evangelists have 
given for approximating to the true period of this event. In 
order to avoid the difficulties thus arising, various expedients 
were resorted to; and some have imagined that the baptism of — 
Christ took place only a few months, some a year and upwards, 
and some even three years and a half subsequent to the call of 
John in the wilderness. Still a great uncertainty existed, till 
at length the period of Herod’s death, as deducible from the 
history of Josephus, was made subservient to the purpose of as- 
certaining the chronology of our Saviour’s life. Since that time 
the age of Christ at his baptism has been considered only as a 
subordinate instrument in the settlement of the dispute ; by which 
the date of Christ’s birth, already established, may be confirmed, 
and the acknowledged ambiguity of which will admit of a little 
liberty in bending it to a correspondence with our previous 
conclusions. Atthe same time, the expression must not be over- 
strained; and it is scarcely probable that St. Luke would have 
used the word thirty, when he might, with equal ease, have said 
that he was about twenty-nine or thirty-one years of age, or 
otherwise, as the case might be, unless he had meant that he had 
lived more than twenty-nine and less than thirty-one years. Now 
the construction (see the note on v. 23.) seems to indicate that 
- Jesus was just above thirty when baptized, and we have already 
seen that he was born in April J. P. 4709. But 4709 + 30 = 
4739; hence we must date his baptism between the month of 
April J. P. 4739 and the month of April J. P. 4740. We have 
to turn to the Gospels, therefore, in search of such information 
as may lead to the point within these limits, on which to fix the 
event in question, ; ; > A 

It appears from John ii. that Jesus, in conformity with the 
law, was at Jerusalem on the first Passover after his baptism, 


‘ 
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In the interval there occurred his Temptation, which lasted forty 
days; John’s testimony to Jesus on ¢wo successive days ; the call 
of Philip and Nathaniel; the marriage in Cana; and the return of 
Jesus to Capernaum, not many days after which he went up to 
Jerusalem. Of the precise time occupied by these transactions 
it is impossible to speak with certainty, but sixty or seventy days 
at least are thus clearly accounted for; so that Jesus must have 
been baptized at least two months before the Passover of J. P. 
4740, i. e. he was baptized before the month of February in that 
year. Now Epiphanius has preserved a tradition (Her. LI. 16.) 
which fixes our Saviour’s baptism to the month of November ; 
and this date is not only uncontradicted, but has a positive re- 
commendation in its favour. The improbability of John’s bap- 
tizing in the middle of winter is a strong objection to the month 
of January, but none whatever, in the climate of Judea, to the 
month of November. It should seem also, from the Gospel nar- 
rative of our Lord’s temptation, which followed immediately after 
his baptism, that the cravings of hunger which he was then ex- 
periencing gave rise to the deceiver’s attempt to induce him to 
turn the stones into bread; and that he still continued an hun- 
gered at the close of his conflict with the adversary. If the 
temptation had commenced in January, forty days would have in- 
troduced the Spring, and the herbs would have furnished suste- 
nance to our Lord, without the necessity of a miraculous supply. 
This would have been far otherwise had he entered the wilder- 
ness in November, and to this month therefore of the year J. P. 
4739, we may fairly assign the event in question. 

Here we fall in with the difficulty arising from the chronology . 
of the fifteenth year of Tiberius, which, reckoning from the death 
of Augustus, on the 19th of August J. P. 4727, did not com- 
mence until the 19th of August J. P. 4741, nearly two years after 
November J. P. 4739, some time before which the word of the 
Lord came to John in the wilderness. It appears, however, that 
Tiberius was admitted into a participation of the empire during 
the life-time of Augustus; a similar decree having been passed in 
favour of Titus also in the reign of Vespasian, and of Trajan in 
that of Nerva. See Plin. Paneg. §. 8. Sueton. Tib. §. 20. Paterc. 
II. 121. Tacit. Ann. I. 3. Dio. Cass. LVII. p. 802. There is 
some difficulty in settling the precise date of this joint reign of 
Tiberius ; but from a fair computation of the time, which may 
fairly be allotted to the transactions which occurred between his 
inauguration and the death of Augustus, it seems most likely to 
have commenced between two and three years before this latter 
event, about the conclusion of the year J. P. 4724, Taking it for 
granted, therefore, that the years of Tiberius in St. Luke are the 
years of his proconsular empire, the fifteenth year of this empire 
will be included between the conclusion of J. P. 4738 and the 
conclusion of J. P. 4739; and, as Jesus was baptized in No- 
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vember J. P. 4739, if the word-of the Lord did not come to 
John more than ten months before the baptism of Jesus, it did 
come to him in the fifteenth year of Tiberius. We may fairly 
infer from the Gospels that no interval, or at least a very short 
one, elapsed between the time when the word of God came unto 
John and the commencement of his ministry. From the immense 
numbers which flocked to him it may also be fairly conjectured, 
that his preaching about Jordan occupied some months; and it 
appears that in those days, i. e. while he was baptizing, Jesus 
came from Galilee, and was baptized of him. Now winter does 
not seem a very fit or natural season for beginning to baptize, 
and entirely immerse in water, so great a multitude of converts, 
_ as appear to have flocked to John; so that it is much more rea- 
sonable to suppose that the revelation was communicated to John 
in the summer or spring, or about six months before the baptism 
of Jesus, in November. This inference is considerably strength- 
ened by other circumstances. On the day after the celebrated 
message of the Baptist, in bearing witness to Jesus, he alluded 
to his baptism as already past, (John i. 32.) and consequently his 
temptation in the wilderness, which immediately followed that 
event, must have preceded the mission of the Levites. Our 
Lord’s baptism, therefore, must have happened very early in the 
ministry of his forerunner ; for it is natural to suppose that the 
general expectation of the Messiah then entertained would make 
the Jews anxious to ascertain who the Baptist was; and had he 
been baptizing ten or twelve months before Jesus appeared at the 
Jordan, it amounts almost to a certainty, that an official enquiry 
would have been made into his pretensions long before, instead 
of forty days after the event in question. Fixing, then, the com- 
mencement of John’s ministry about six months earlier than the 
baptism of Christ, we have Nov. J. P. 4739—six months = May 
J.P. 4739, for the date of the former. On the supposition, 
therefore, that St. Luke computed the years of Tiberius from the 
beginning of his proconsular government, the word of God came 
to John in the fifteenth year thereof, as stated by the Evangelist. 

It is an important objection, however, to this conclusion, that 
no Latin historian has given the slightest hint of any other com- 
mencement of the reign of Tiberius than that which is dated 
from the death of Augustus ; and that the title of Imperator was 
never conferred upon him, as it was upon Titus, by Pliny, J o- 
sephus, and Philostratus, before the death of Vespasian. To this 
it is replied, that Titus had an equal share in the entire govern- 
ment of his father, whereas that of Tiberius extended only to the 
provinces and armies. It is no wonder, therefore, that the Ro- 
man historians, who were accustomed only to the computation 
which was acknowledged at Rome, should have invariably calcu- 
lated from the epoch of the death of Augustus, whereas St. Luke, 
who was anative of Antioch, where the authority of Tiberius was 


490 LUKE III. 1. 


equal to that of Augustus, would naturally date from the moment 
in which the decree of the senate sanctioned that equality. But 
here again another difficulty presents itself. There are two An- 
tiochian medals, which were respectively struck in the first and 
third years of this reign, dating from the commencement of the 
sole empire, after the death of Augustus. These medals, how- 
ever, do not necessarily exhibit the opinion of the Antiochian’ 
people, but only of the Antiochian mint. Now it appears from 
Tacit. Ann. I. 8. Dio Cass. LVII. p. 603. that Tiberius took 
great pains to obliterate the date of his proconsular empire, inas- 
much as he was unwilling to have it thought that he owed his 
greatness to the adoption of Augustus, and the intrigues of his 
mother, rather than the choice of the people. If this was the 
case, the wish of the emperor would necessarily be a law to the 
public mint, while St. Luke might be careless, or entirely ig- 
norant of the circumstance. Had the Evangelist fixed the date 
positively to the fifteenth year of the sole empire of Tiberius, 
there would have been no room for doubt or disputation; but 
not only has he omitted this limitation, but he has employed a 
word which does not signify reign or empire at all. The word 
is not dox7 or BaoAcia, but iyyeuovia, and though it does not 
itself recur in the N. T. the cognate words yeuovedw and nye- 
pov are frequently to be met with, and always in the sense of a 
subordinate authority. See Matt. x. 8. Mark xiii. 9. John xix. 
15. Acts xxvi. 80. 1 Pet.ii. 13. ‘The same distinction is observ- 
able in Josephus, passim. Upon the Antiochian coins also we 
read SEBASTOY Kaicapoc; and though the omission of this 
title by St. Luke is not decisive of the question, it should rather 
seem to point to a period at which it had not yet been assumed. 
Be it observed, moreover, that the Christian Fathers, almost with 
one consent, fix the crucifixion of our Lord to the fifteenth year 
of the sole empire of Tiberius, at the same time that they allow 
more than a single year for the duration of his ministry. It is 
clear, therefore, that they could not think that the fifteenth year 
of the government of ‘Tiberius, mentioned by St. Luke, referred 
to his reign as sole and supreme emperor. 

There is yet another difficulty connected with this hypothesis. 
It appears from Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 6. that Pontius Pilate was 
dismissed from his government by Vitellius, at the suit of the Sa- 
maritans, after passing ten years in Judea, and sent to Rome to 
answer the charges brought against him; but that Tiberius died 
before he arrived thither. Hence it is inferred, with consider- 
able plausibility, that Pilate had not been removed above two 
months before the death of Tiberius, which took place in March 
J. P. 4750. But Jan. J. P. 4750—ten years = Jan. J. P. 4740. 
Therefore Pilate entered upon the government of Judea about 
January J. P. 4740, which does not correspond with the fifteenth 
year of Tiberius. After the deposition of Pilate, however, Vi- 
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tellius proceeded to Jerusalem, where he arrived at the time of 
the celebration of the feast of the Passover. This Passover was 
doubtless that which succeeded the removal of Pilate; but it was 
not, as the objectors suppose, that which succeeded the death of 
Tiberius. The train of events which are recorded by Josephus 
between these two occurrences can scarcely have occupied less 
than a year in passing, so that the feast during which the 
tidings of the death of Tiberius arrived at J erusalem, must have 
been the second Passover or Pentecost after the removal of 
Pilate. It will be easy to account for Pilate’s not reaching home 
until more than a year after his deposition, by taking into consi- 
deration the dilatory character of the emperor, and the natural 
repugnance of the offending procurator to appear before him. 
The Passover, therefore, immediately succeeding Pilate’s re- 
moval was that of J. P. 4749, and J. P. 4749—10 — J. P. 
4739. Hence Pilate was appointed Procurator of Judea before 
the Passover of J. P. 4739; and therefore before the commence- 
ment of John’s ministry in the fifteenth year of the government 
of Tiberius. Benson, Larpner, Le Cierc, Macxnicut. Of 
the other governments mentioned in this verse see Horne. ] 





Ver. 2. iw Apytepéwe ”Avva kai Kaiaga. There is an ap- 
parent indeterminateness, and some difficulty, in the use of the 
title of high-priest, both in Josephus and the Gospels. See Jo- 
seph. Ant. IT. 21. IV. 16. 18. V. 33. XX. 6. in all which places 
either the plural apytepeic is employed, or two persons are jointly 
mentioned as bearing the office. Properly there could be only 
one high-priest at a time, and the dignity was enjoyed for life ; 
but, after the subjugation of Judea by the Romans, great liberties 
were taken with the original institution, and the new rulers ap- 
pointed whom they chose. Some suppose that the election had 
been made annual, and that Annas and Caiaphas enjoyed the 
office by turns. See John xi. 49. xviii. 13. 24. It appears, how- 
ever, from Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 2. 2. that Annas had been de- 
posed in the twelfth year of Tiberius, and was succeeded by 
Ismael, Eleazer, and then Simon, after whom Caiaphas entered 
upon office in the fifteenth year of the same reign. This succes- 
sion not only proves that Annas did not share the honour with 
Caiaphas, but also that the high-priests of former years did not 
retain the title after laying down the office, as some have sup- 
posed, in order to account for the difficulty in St. Luke. Others 
again consider Annas as the sagan or deputy of Caiaphas, and 
the title is applied to this officer in Joseph. Ant. XVII. 6. 4, 
But the most probable solution seems to be, that Annas was the 
chief of Aaron’s family then alive, and regarded as the rightful 
high-priest by the Jews, although Caiaphas held the office at the 
pleasure of the procurator. See on Matt. xxvi. 57. whence it ap- 
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pears that he was still in the priesthood at the time of the cru- 
cifixion. The election, therefore, could not have been strictly 
annual, though there were no less than twenty-eight appoint- 
ments from the time of Herod to the destruction of Jerusalem. 
It is almost needless to notice the opinion of Eusebius, in Hist. 
Eccl. I. 10., that the expression éw’ dpxvepéwv A. kat K. which 
seems to be the true reading, includes-the whole space of time 
between their respective priesthoods, i. e. the period between 
the appearance of the Baptist and the crucifixion. Such an in- 
terpretation could only have arisen in a preconceived notion, that 
the duration of our Lord’s ministry did not extend to quite four 
years. HamMonpD, SCHOETTGEN, Patey.—[Wuirtsy, Licut- 
Foot, Grotius, KuINOEL. | 


Ver. 5. maca papayé «. tr. A. Ovid. Amor. II. 16. At vos, 
qua veniet, tumidi subsidite montes, Et faciles curvis vallibus este 
vie. St. Luke quotes this passage from Isaiah more at length 
than the other Evangelists. In writing for the Gentile converts 
it was necessary to include that part of the prophecy which ex- 
tended the salvation of God and the privileges of the Gospel to 
all mankind. 


Ver. 11. 6 tywv x. r.d. It appears from Matt. iii. 7. that 
the Pharisees are here more particularly addressed; and the ex- 
hortation is clearly directed against their known uncharitableness, 
and their dependence on the ritual observances of the law, in- 
stead of on the practice of holiness. Under the head of charity, 
however, all virtues are included. ‘The various exhortations 
which follow do not appear to have been all delivered at the same 
time, but rather to have composed the general substance of his 
preaching. Of the reA@va, and the import of the Baptist’s ad- 
dress to them in v. 13., see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 185. 
The verb modoceyv, as applied to the collection or exaction of 
money, is very frequent in the best writers. Pind. Olymp. III. 
12. rpdocovri pe trovto Oedduarov xoéoc. Thucyd. VIII. 57. 
pdpove meacocoOa. Xen. Hellen. 1. 3. 7. Xohmara moatwv. 
Hence the noun tpdkrwoe, Luke xii. 58. Compare also Luke 
xix. 23. In the same way the Latins use perficere. Plaut. 
Asinar. I. 1. Perfictto argentum. Somewhat similar is the Eng- 
lish phrase to make money. The verb diatdooey also is pro- 
perly used of taxes or tribute appointed by law, as in Thucyd. 
ITI. 70. and elsewhere. With the expression wapa 76 dvareray- 
pévov compare Heb. i, 4. iii. 3. xii. 24. So Thucyd. IV. 6. 
Xepiov psiCwv Tapa THY KaQeornkviay Hoav. It is observable 
that the Baptist does not condemn the professton of the publicans, 
as the Jews did, én toto, but distinguished between the abuse and 
the legal exercise of their calling. Wauirsy, Lignrroor, WEt- 
STEIN, KypKe, Ros—ENMULLER, Grortius, &c. 
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Ver. 14. orparevéusvor. These soldiers were certainly not 
Heathens, otherwise the Baptist would have enjoined them to 
relinquish idolatry. It has been supposed that Herod had al- 
ready commenced the war with Aretas, and that the participle 
oTparevdusvor is used with particular reference to the soldiers at 
that time engaged in the service. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. 
p- 51. But the Jews attributed Herod’s defeat on this occasion 
to his cruelty in murdering the Baptist; so that in this case the 
preaching, imprisonment, and death of the Baptist must have fol- 
lowed each other in much more rapid succession than chrono- 
logists, calculating from the marks of time exhibited in the Gos- 
pels, have been generally led to imagine. The use of the participle 
for a noun may not only be explained as a common Hebraism, 
but we have oparevéuevor for orpariwrae in classical Greek. 
Thucyd. VIII. 65. we ovr pcfopoontéov ein aAXove, 7) rode 
orparevouévouc. Herodian. VIII. 7. 20. ody rote vrs BaABivy 
otparevouiévorc. Hence the conjecture, however ingenious, and 
even possible, is more probably incorrect. Werstern, Macx- 
NIGHT, Ligutroot.—[Micuaetis.]| The verb diacelew is ren- 
dered in the E. T. to do violence, and some explain it by the 
English budly. Others with more probability explain it as sy- 
nonymous with the Latin concutere, as employed by the Roman 
lawyers, in the sense of extorting money, whether by threats or 
violence. Thus concussio is said to be st aliquid terrore potes- 
tatis illicitte extorquetur et aufertur. Thus 3 Macc. vii. 20. 
LXX. dcacecbivreg tév trapydvrwv. In a similar sense the 
LXX use avofsiaZew in Prov. xxii. 22. and éxméZeav in 1 Sam. 
xii. 3, 4. Tacitus observes that it is the custom of the soldiery, 
omnia, tanquam urbes hostium, urere, vastare, rapere: and 
hence Herodian. XI. 14. 2. rote te orpariwrac exéAevoe (Ileo- 

tiwat) ratcac0a tig Ted Tove Snudrac tBoswe, kal pyre matey 
“twa Tov Tagidvtwy. Compare Arist. Equit. 836. and Schol. ad 
loc. Grotius, Le Cierc, Werstern.—[Doppripner, Kut- 
NOEL.| In early times, before the cultivation of figs had been 
carried to any extent, the Athenians enacted a law to prevent 
their exportation. This law being yet unrepealed, although ren- 
-dered useless by the increased supply of the fruit, gave rise to 
various malicious informations against persons who transgressed 
it; and from this circumstance any busy informer was popularly 
called cvxopdrvtnc, from cvcov and gatvev. Hence the verb 
ouxogayvrav came by degrees to denote do injure or oppress, whe- 
ther by calumny, false witness, fraud, or violence. Inthe LXX 
it represents the Hebrew pwy in Gen. xliu. 18. Job xxxv. 9: 
Psalm \xxii, 4. exix. 121. 134. Prov. xiv. 31. xxviii. 3.16. 
Ecclus. iv. 1. And it signifies to wrong, to injure, in Luke xix. 
8. Wuirsy, Hammonp, Grorivs. 

Ibid. apxeiobe roic obwviore tpov. In ancient times a sol- 
dier’s pay consisted in their food only; and that of the Roman 
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soldiers, besides an allowance of money, included victuals also. 
Compare Cesar. B. G. I. 23. 1. Hence the term opwvoy de- 
noted military pay or wages generally. With the Baptist’s ex- 
hortation we may compare that of Josephus, de Vita sua, §. 47. 
avpBovAcvov (roic otearwraic) Tpoc pnoeva pire ToNepeiy, hire 
aoTayn AauBavey Tac xXwpac, a Aa oKnvovy Kata TO TédLOY 
apxoupévoue Toi¢ éavtiv epodtorc. We find also among the ex- 
communicate in the Constit. Apost. IV. 6. orparuirn¢g svKkopav- 
TNC, ) apKobpeEvog ToIg dYPwriotc, GAAG Tove Tévyrac Slaceiwy. 


Ver. 23. xual abroc Av 6 Inoobdc x. t.A. There has been much | 
discussion in respect both to the meaning and the construction 
of this passage. Some connect the participle ov with dpxoua, 
and render the passage beginning to be as it were thirty, 1. e. 
just past his twenty-ninth year. The harshness and inelegance 
of this syntax is an obvious impediment to its reception; and in- 
deed there can be no doubt that jy is properly referred to apxé- 
uevoe, as most of the older commentators have supposed. At the 
same time the meaning cannot be that Jesus was entering upon 
his thirtieth year, for in this case the Evangelist would unques- 
tionably have written trove rp.axdorov. Neither can it be ad- 
mitted that doxduevoe is redundant. It appears rather to in- 
dicate the commencement of some period, whatever that period 
may be. Now it may be inferred, though not positively proved, 
from Numb. iy. 3. 47. 1 Chron. xxiii. 3. that thirty was the age 
of admission to the Jewish priesthood, and the inference is con- 
firmed by the Rabbinical writers. It seems highly probable, 
therefore, that Christ was just entering upon the completion of 
thirty years; and the construction, when properly filled up, 
strongly favours the supposition: kal avréc 6 “Incovde fv apxd- 
pevoe (ivat) woet (awd) érov ToLaKovTa, Mv, we 2vomiero, k. T. A. 
The word évouiZero has been thought to mark the custom above 
referred to; but the arrangement of the words will not bear this 
connexion, not to mention that vevduora would rather have been 
used. There is evidently a tacit allusion to the divinity of Christ, 
who was only the reputed son of Joseph, being indeed the 
Son of God. With respect to the use of the preposition as 
supplied to complete the ellipsis, it can scarcely mean any thing 
else than that Jesus was beginning to be from or above or more 
than thirty years of age; and in this sense it is frequently used 
in reference to time. Thus we meet with amd dzimvov, after 
supper, and still more analogously, awd watdwv, from childhood. 
It only remains to be observed, that some commentators refer 
aoxdpuevocg to tice Siaxoviac understood—Jesus when he began 
his ministry was about thirty years of age. But the text affords 
no ground for such a substitution; and in Aets i. 22., which is 
adduced in support of it, the words to be supplied are evidently 
sioeADety Kai 2€eAOciv from the preceding verse. Epiphanius 
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gives the passage thus: Her. XXX. 29. jy 33 ‘Inoobe apxdue- 
voc sivat we étwv TeLdKovTa, Ov vide, Oc évoulZero, Iwofd. To 
give doyduevog the sense of vToracoduevocg in Luke ii. 51. is 
scarcely reconcileable with that simplicity of style for which 
St. Luke is so eminently remarkable. Benson, Bos, Grortivs, 
Licutroot.—[Wuirsy, Campsett, &c. &c.] Of the genealogy 
of Christ see on Matt. i. 1. With respect to that which follows, 
the insertion of the word Kaivay in v. 36. has occasioned much 
difficulty, as Cainan, the son of Arphaxad, and father of Sala, is 
not found in any Scripture genealogy. The best solution, be- 
cause it does not violate the text, is, that Cainan was asurname 
of Sala, and that the names should be read together thus :—the 
son of Heber, the son of Sala Cainan, the son of Arphaxad, - 
A. CLarKE, 





CHAPTER IV. 


ConTENTSs :— The temptation, vv. 1—13. [Matt. iv. 1. Mark i. 
12.] Christ's return to Galilee, and his preaching in the 
Synagogue of Nazareth, vv. 14—30. The demoniac healed 
at Capernaum, vy. 31—37. [Mark i. 21.] The cure of 
Peter's wife's mother, and other miracles, vv. 3883—44, [Matt. 
vill, 14. Mark i. 29.] 


Verse 14. sig tiv TaXiAatav. This visit to Galilee was sub- 
sequent to the death of the Baptist. In the interim, since the 
temptation, a series of transactions are omitted by St. Luke, 
which are recorded in the four first chapters of St. John’s Gos- 
pel. Some have supposed that the precise time which elapsed 
between the baptism and the preaching of Christ in the synagogue 
of Nazareth (v. 16.) may be readily ascertained, on the supposi- 
tion that the passage from Isazah |xi. 1., which he read and ap- 
plied to himself, was the section of the prophets appointed for the 
day. It appears that the section in which this passage occurs, 
falls to be read on the same day with the fiftieth section of the 
_ law. Now the first section of the law was read on the first Sab- 
bath of the month Tisri, or September, (Neh. viii. 2.) so that 
the fiftieth section would be read about the last Sabbath in 
August. Hence, the event in question took place about nine 
months after our Lord’s baptism. Of the synagogue, its service, 
&c. see Horne’s Introduction, and more particularly in reference 
to this passage, Vol. III. p, 458. It is by no means certain, — 
however, that the prophecy in question was the proper lesson of 
the day; for, in reading the prophets, the reader frequently 
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turned from passage to passage for the better illustration of his 
subject. In all probability, however, Christ had been appointed 
by the minister of the congregation to read the Prophets, as being 
a member of the synagogue of Nazareth; or it may be, that his 
celebrity as a prophet may have obtained for him permission to 
address the people. Macxnicut, Ligurroort, &c. 


Ver. 18. tout ps cvayyeXoacbat. In these words there is 
an evident allusion to the reason for which our Lord was called 
Christ, and his religion denominated the Gospel. The prophecy 
is from Isaiah |xi. 1. and its application to the Messiah is ac- 
knowledged by Kimcehé, and the generality of the Jewish writers. 
Jesus appealed to its fulfilment in himself, as a sufficient reply to 
the Baptist’s disciples in Matt. xi. 5. where see the note; and of 
the difference between the Hebrew and the LXX version, from 
which the citation is made by St. Luke, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
II. p. 214. note. The clause amoorciAa rePpavopévove év apé- 
oe, which is found neither in the Hebrew or the LXX, is sup- 
posed by some to be a marginal explanation of the preceding ; 
but it seems rather to have been inserted by our Lord himself 
from Isaiah viii. 6., the custom of the synagogue allowing the 
teacher to illustrate one passage by another of the same prophet. 
In order to reconcile the LX X, which gives recovery of sight to 
the blind, with the Hebrew, which has freedom to the imprisoned, 
it may be remarked, that it was a custom in the East to put out 
the eyes of their prisoners, as in the instances of Samson, Judg. 
xvi. 21. and Zedekiah, 2 Kings xxv.7. Besides the literal, the 
prophecy throughout is capable of a spiritual interpretation, 
which extends to all nations and ages of the world; but the ana- 
logy is too obvious to need illustration.» It is highly probable 
that the custom of preaching from a text of Scripture, which 
now universally prevails, derived its origin from the authority of 
this example. Wuirsy, Ligutroor, Grotius, Macknient, &c. 
—[MicHaets. | 

Ibid. cvvrerpmpévove tiv Kagdiav. The broken-hearted, or 
contrite. See Psalm li. 17. Diod. Sic. XI. 59. cuvreiBévrec 
Toic poovhaae Sia Td péyeDoc Tij¢ cuupopac. In the next verse 
there 1s an allusion to the year of Jubilee, of which see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 825. The verbal Sexrde is found in no pro- 
fane writer, but it recurs in v. 24. Acts x. 35. 2 Cor. vi. 2. Phil. 
iv. 18. Hesych. dexréc* apeorde. WutstEIn, Grorivs. 


_ Fer, 22. tuapripovv avr@. The verb paprupsiv frequently 
signifies to give testimony of admiration, to extol, as in Luke xi. 
48. John iii. 26. Acts vi. 3. x. 22. So Allian. V. H. I. 30. woA- 
Adie your advtw kat 6 TroAguatoe éuaoTboe, x. T. A. Here also 
some commentators would so render it; but the wonder of our 
Lord’s countrymen seems to have been the effect of doubt rather 
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than approbation; and the testimony which they could not re- 
fuse to the wisdom and benevolence of his doctrine, was vitiated 
by the prejudices with which they regarded his low condition 
and humble parentage. These prejudices, our Lord tells them, 
would not only prevent their reception of his doctrine, but would 
shut their eyes against the clearest evidence, should he conde- 
scend to repeat among them the miracles which he had lately 
performed in Capernaum; and, in order to shew that those who 
are nearest to the means of grace are often least inclined to profit 
by them, and therefore undeserving of them, he adduces the ex- 
amples of the widow of Sarepta, (1 Kings xvii. 9.) and Naaman, 
(2 Kengs v. 14.) to whom Elijah and Elisha were sent in pre- 
ference to the Israelites, whose wickedness rendered them less 
worthy of their services. Our Lord instances these two Hea- 
thens in his first sermon at the opening of his ministry, thereby 
indirectly announcing the admission of Gentiles as well as Jews 
to the privileges of the Gospel. Hence their indignation against 
him, which rendered it necessary for him to effect his escape 
from the midst of them; perhaps by making himself invisible. 
The words of the Evangelist seem to imply some supernatural 
exertion of his power, though its precise nature is not recorded. 
See also on Matt. xiii. 56, 57. Wuitsy, Ligutroot, Prarce, 
RosENMULLER.—[CAMPBELL, WAKEFIELD. | 


Ver. 23. iaro?, Deoamevoov ceavtov. This proverb is of fre- 
quent occurrence in the Jewish and other oriental writers. It 
oceurs in Bereschith R. §. 23. Tanchuma, p. 4, 2. and in its 
obvious sense applies to those who pretend to instruct others in 
matters with which they are themselves unacquainted. We meet 
with it in this application also in Asch. Prom. 482. Kaxdc & 
iarpo¢ wy TiC, cig vdcov Teowv abupsic, Kai csavtdv ovK ExELC 
Evoetv érotore pappaKkorg iaoyuoc. Eurip. Fragm. dAXwv iatpoc, 
avroc £Axeot Bodwv. Hence Sulpic. ad Cic. Kpist. Div. IV. 5: 
Neque imitare malos medicos, qui in alienis morbis profitentur se 
tenere medicine scientiam, ipsi se curare non possunt. Compare 
Ovid. Met. VII. 561. The meaning of the saying in this pas-_ 
sage is somewhat different, and refers to those who shew more 
favour to strangers than to their own kindred. So Virgil: Hane 
primum tutare domum. Grotius, WutstEeIN. Our Lord's mi- 
racles in Capernaum, to which St. Luke alludes, are related by 
St. Matthew and St. Mark. 


Ver. 25. %n rola kai pivac &. According to the history in 
1 Kings xviii. 1. the rain fell again in the third year. St. Luke’s 
account, however, is supported by James v. 17. and it may be re- 
conciled with the O. T. Jn Palestine it rains only twice a year, 
in April and October ; so that by adding the preceding six months 
to the three years during which there was neither the first nor 
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the Jatter vain, the difficulty is at once removed. Our Lord 
spoke, in all probability, in accordance with a tradition current at 
the time. The particle wc, rendered by the E. T. when, is equi- 
valent to ors, so that ; the drought being the cause of the famine. 
LicHtroot, WETSTEIN, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 29. xaraxonuvica avréy. Of precipitation, as a punish- 
ment, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 155. Here, however, the 
attempt was only the effect of tumultuary excitement. Of the 
word dove, denoting the brow of a hill, see my note on Hom. 
Il. Y. 151. and of 2Zovota, in v. 32. on Matt. vii. 29. 





CHAPTER -V. 


Contents :— The miraculous draught of fishes, and the call of 
Andrew, Peter, James, and John, vy. \—11. |Matt. iv. 18. 
Mark i. 16.] A leper cleansed, vv. 12—15. [Matt. vin. 2. 
Mark i. 40.] The cure of the Paralytic, vv. 16—26. [Matt. 
ix. 2. Mark ii. 1.] The calling of Matthew, vy. 27—89. 
[Matt. ix. 9. Mark ii. 13.] 


Verse 2. wat cide 860 wAota x. 7. X. From the. circumstance 
that St. Luke has related this occurrence after the miracles re- 
corded in Matt. iv. 23. sqq. and that some additional particulars 
are inserted, some commentators have considered it as distinct from 
the parallel passages in Matthew and Mark. But it is not un- 
usual with the Evangelists to anticipate events, and to give them 
with greater or less fulness, as their respective purposes may seem 
to require. Similar histories should therefore be multiplied with 
caution, and in the present instance the points of resemblance 
are so numerous and striking as almost to prove identity. The 
place is the same, the persons concerned in a very similar trans- 
action are the same, the speech of our Lord is also the same, and 
so is the result of the incident. In stating that the fishers had 
been washing their nets, (dérdvvay ra Sixrva) St. Luke merely 
expresses the purpose for which they cast them into the sea, as 
mentioned by the other Evangelists. The MSS. vary between 
txémAvvay, etrAvvov, and érézAvvov. WuitBy, Hammonp, Gro- 
tius, Ligutroot, Le Cierc, WersTeIn, &c.—[MaAckNIGHT, 
Wurston, &c. | 

Ibid. tovora. Hom. Il. 0. 43. vigee 8€ tor ayxe Daraoone 
"Eorac. Cesar, B. C. IIL. 28. Nostre naves in anchoris con- 
stiterunt. Campbell improperly translates aground. 'The verb 
éravayew, vv. 3, 4., and karayev, v. 11., are nautical terms, sig- 
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nifying to put out to sea, and to make the land, respectively; the 
word vaty being sometimes omitted, and at others supplied. 
Herod. VII. 100. dvayayévrec téooeoa TAL oa ard Tov aiyiadov. 
Xen. Hell. VI. 2. 16. émavhyayev TO képac dro Tig yc. Com- 
pare 2 Mace. xii. 4. LXX. The verb yaXav occurs in the sense 
of demittere, in Acts ix. 25. 2 Cor. xi. 33. PawarreT, Grortius, 
SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 5. tmordra. This word occurs in none of the other 
Gospels: St. Matthew, for the most part, has Kove, and St. 
Mark &ddoxade. It properly signifies an overseer, or superin- 
tendent, and so it is explained by Thom. Mag. 8:déoKxadoce, Ad- 
ywv kal aperneg’ Emisrdrne 8, toywv. In this sense it is fre- 
quently used by the LXX; such also may be its import here, 
though elsewhere it is convertible with édécxadoc. Compare 
Mark ix. 5. with Luke ix. 33. and see Luke viii. 24. 45. ix. 49. 
GrRotIvs. 


Ver. 6. Stepphyvuro. E.T. brake. It should rather be ren- 
dered began to break, as in the next verse Bu0iZecOa, began to 
sink ; for without an extension of the miracle a broken net could 
not inclose the fishes which they had taken. Gross, KurnoE.. 


Ver, 8. Oe aw nov. The phrases ciceAOetv ete twa and 
Ee Oetv dd tivoe are generally employed to denote an entrance 
into, and departure from the house of a person, respectively. 
Luke i. 28. cisehOev rode airhv. Acts xvi. 40. ciondAOov cic riv 
Avéiav. So in Latin: Terent. Phorm. V. 1. 5. Namque hee 
anus est exanimata, a fratre que egressa est foras. Hence 
there is probably an ellipsis of véwe in this passage. VALCKENER. 
Peter’s address to our Lord is expressive of a deep sense of his 
own unworthiness ; and the terror which he felt arose from the 
display of Christ’s supernatural power, which indicated his di- 
vinity. A superstition prevailed among the Jews that the pre- 
sence of angels, or the manifestation of the divine majesty, fore- 
boded death, or some approaching calamity. See Gen. xxxii. 30. 
Exod. xxiv. 10, 11. xxxiii. 20. Deut. iv. 33. v. 26. Judg. vi. 22. 
xiii. 22. Isaiah vi. 5. That Peter should be more sensibly im- 
pressed with the miracle of the fishes than with those which 
Christ had previously performed in Capernaum, may have been 
owing to a prevailing idea that the prayers of holy men might 
have power to heal the sick, and eject evil spirits, but not to pro- 
duce an effect so extraordinary as that to which they had now 
been witnesses. Wuitsy, Licurroot, Le Currc. The verb 
meortyerv is used, as in the next verse, in 2 Sam. xxii. 5. Psalm 
xviii. 5. exvi. 3. LXX. So Hom. Il. A. 79. OéuBoe & zyev 
sioopdwvrac. Virg. Ain. II. 559. At me tum primum sevus cir- 


cumstetit horror. GROTIUS. 
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Ver. 12. tv ma tév réXewv. NScil. of Galilee: according to 
some Bethsaida, or Chorazin, but more probably it should seem 
from Mark ii. 1. Capernaum. To account for the appearance of 
a leper ina city, it has been supposed that the law only excluded 
them from walled cities : but the expression may perhaps be un- 
derstood with some latitude, the cure being performed in a field 
near the city. Compare Josh. v. 13. x. 10. Wuitsy.—[ Lieut- 
Foot.| The change of construction in v. 14. is similar to that in 
Hom. I]. O, 346, cited by Longinus, de Sublim. 6. 27. Compare 
also I. A.. 301. Virg. Ain. IX. 635. Hor. Epist. I. 7. 52. Liv. 
I. 13. Quintil, Inst. Orat. IX, 3. Kypxe. : 


Ver. 17. iacba avrobc. Not the Pharisees, but the sick. 
The pronoun refers to the remoter noun, as in Matt. xi. 1. 
WuitsBy, Grorttus, 


Ver. 26. wapadoga. Plin. Epist. 1X. 26. Sunt maxime mira- 
bilia, utque Greci magis exprimunt wapadoéa. The word is 
among the dwa& Acyoueva of the N. T. In the former part of 
the verse there is no tautology, as some suppose; but txoraoic 
denotes astonishment at the miracle itself, and @d6Poc, reverential 
awe at the power which performed it. Compare Mark xvi. 8. 
Acts iii. 10. 


Ver. 29. So0xiv. A feast: dmb rov déxecOa, from receiving 
the guests. It recurs in Luke xiv. 3. and in Gen. xxi. 8. xxvi. 
30. 3 Esdr. iii. 1. Eeclus. xiv. 18. LXX. Diod. Sic. XVII. 106. 
brovoxny woicba. Hesych. doxf* deirvov. GRorius. 


Ver. 36. ériPAnua to dd Tov Kavod. In very many MSS. 
évi(3Anua is wanting ; and not only is it unnecessary, but it would 
scarcely have been written without the article. Either avOow7oe 
must be supplied Jefore, or rb waXatdy inariov after, cyiZea. The 
latter is greatly preferable. MARKLAND. 


Ver. 39. xat ovdsic midv x. 7. X. Compare Heelus. ix. 10. 
This short parable, which is confined to St. Luke, is sometimes 
interpreted as illustrating the difference between the austerities of 
the Pharisees and the quietude of the Christians; or the anti- 
quity of the law, and the novelty of the law. But. it seems to be 
nothing more than a continuation of the doctrine held out in the 
preceding similitudes, that men cannot be suddenly inured to 
fasting and religious austerity. With this sentiment we may com- 
pare a variety of passages in the classical writers: Hammonp.— 
[Le Cierc, A. Cuarke.] The construction is similar to Soph. 
Cid. T. 241. where see my note in Pent. Gr. p. 24. 
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CHAPTER ‘VI; 


Contents :—The disciples pluck the ears of corn on the Sab- 
bath, vv. 1—5. [Matt. xii. 1. Mark ii. 23.] The withered 
hand healed, vy. 6—11. [Matt. xii. 9. Mark iii. 1.] The 
election of the twelve Apostles, vv. 12—19. [Mark iii. 13.] 
Our Lord’s address to them, vv. 20—49. [Matt. v.-1.] 


Verse 1. caBPary Sevreporpéry. The precise meaning of 
this term has given rise to considerable disquisition. Some adopt 
the opinion of Epiphanius, who supposes that the last day of the 
passover feast is intended ; the first and last days of all the great 
feasts being holy convocations, and subject for the most part to the 
sabbatical observances. The sabbatical rest, however, was not 
strictly observed on those days; andit appears from Exod. xxxy. 
2, 3. that food might be dressed on them, though not on common 
Sabbaths, from which our Lord would not have failed to deduce 
an obvious reason in defence of his disciples. Others, there- 
fore, have resorted to the day of Pentecost, falling on a Sabbath, 
for an explanation of the term. ~ The supporters of this opinion. 
maintain from John xix. 31. that the ijugear peyadar of the great 
feasts, (Levit. xxiii. 7. 21. &c.) if they coincided with a Sabbath, 
were called tora oa3ara, prime Sabbaths. Thus when the 
passover so occurred, it would be called towrérowrov, the first 
prime Sabbath; the day of Pentecost Sevreodrpwrov; and the 
great day of the feast of Tabernacles rp:tétpwrov. But the har- 
vest in Judea was gathered in before the feast of Pentecost, so 
that at that period of the year they could have met with no corn 
in the fields ; a fact which has been attested by travellers and na- 
turalists both in ancient and modern times. This objection ap- 
plies yet stronger to the modification of this opinion, that the 
Jews had three prime Sabbaths every year, the first after the 
feasts of the Passover, Pentecost, and Tabernacles; as we have 
the first after Epiphany, Easter, and Trinity. After all, nothing 
but conjecture can be offered; but it seems most probable that 
the Sabbath intended is the first after the second day of unlea- 
vened bread; mpetov aro Tig devtépac, scil. nugpac Tou TaoyXa, 
This second day of unleavened bread was that on which the 
wave-sheaf was offered, and from it, not from the first day of the 
feast, the fifty days were reckoned. to the Pentecost. Leis very 
possible, therefore, that the Sabbaths intervening between this 
second day and the. Pentecost were called devrepdTpwror, OeuTE- 
podebTEp0v, devtepdrpirov, &c.; and that the day on which the 
disciples plucked the ears of corn was the first of these Sabbaths. 
Had the incident occurred before the Passover they would have 
transgressed two laws instead of one; for until the first sheaf had 
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been offered to God it was unlawful to pluck corn at all, (Levit. 
xxiii. 14.) and consequently, the censure passed upon them would 
not have been confined to the simple violation of the Sabbath. 
That it did not occur after Pentecost has been already shewn, 
and the particular Sabbath may have been marked in order to 
shew the mitigated nature of the offence committed. The grain 
which they plucked was perhaps barley, as the barley harvest 
began at the Passover; but the wheat was at the same time ripen- 
ing fast, and was generally all reaped by the 20th of May. 
Wuirsy, DopprinGe, ScaLticeR, Macxnieut, Licutroot, &c. 
—[Brza, Grotius, Hammonp, Pearce, &c.] The verb Poxew 
is of extremely rare occurrence. Nicander uses o#yev in Theriac. 
590. which the Scholiast explains by rofSev. Compare Herod. 
IV.75. In the Codex Beza, v. 5. is placed after v. 10., with the 
following extraordinary addition: 77 avry iuéog, Ocacauevdc Tiva 
épyatousvoyv TH caPPary, eitev adto’ "AvOow7e, si piv oldag rh 
Trovetc, pakdguoc ei’ ci Of pn) Oldac, érikatdpatoe Kal Tapaarne 
i TOU VvdmOU. 


Ver. 12. év ri) mp0cevyxy TOV Ozov. There exists a difference 
of opinion whether this means tm prayer to God, as in the E. T., 
or in the proseuche or oratory of God. That moocevyn will ad- 
mit of the latter signification may be proved from a variety of 
passages in Josephus and other writers, and Juvenal has Latinized 
the word in Sat. III. 296. Ede, ubi consistas ; in qua te quero 
proseucha? In Acts xvi. 13. 16., however, where the same 
meaning has been assigned to the word, the common version is 
decidedly preferable, as it is most probably also in the present 
passage. The principal reasons adduced by those who advocate 
the other opinion is the use of the genitive rod Ocov for rode Tov 
Gedy, of the verb dvavuKrepebw, and of the article before rpocevyh. 
But the genitive, in the first place, is by no means unusual in this 
construction. Lys. Orat. 31. ixereiac Ozwv. Joseph. Ant. IX, 
9. "IwaZac émt dénow Kal ixerstay rod Ocov katépuye. Sall. Cat. 
supplicia Deorum, Compare also Soph. C&d. T. 239. Troad. 
889. Ion. 638. and see my note on Soph. Ant. 1185. Pent. Gr. 
p. 287. Neither is duavucrepebew less applicable to an occupa- 
tion than to place. Diod. Sic. XIII. 62. Suevuxrépevor év rote 
dmdoe. Phalar. Epist. rp AWBy Scevueréoeve. With respect to 
the article, it is not unusual with woocevy) in the sense of 
prayer. See Matt. xxi. 22. Acts i. 14. 1 Cor. vii. 5. It is well 
known also that the wpocevxat of the Jews, of which see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. IIL. p. 249. were not situated among mountains, to 
which Christ is here said to have retired, but near some river, or the 
sea; and if one of those had been meant, itis not likely that rod 
Ocov would have been added, for all oratories were rod Qcod. 
Moreover, to pass the night in prayer, without going to an ora- 
tory, seems to have been a common act of devotion. Thus in 
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Berachoth, p. 14, 1. R. Chija affirmed after R. Jochanan: 
Whosoever stores himself with the words of the Law, and then 
passes the night in prayer, shall receive no ill tidings. Kurnort, 
ScHLEUSNER, Kypke, MippLeton, ScHorrtcen.—[Hammonp, 
Wuirsy, CaMpBeLtt, DoppripGr, WETSTEIN, &c.] Of the 
Apostles see on Matt. x. 2. 


Ver, 20. tXeye" Maxagior x. tr. X. For a reference to the pas- 
sages in the Sermon on the Mount, as recorded by St. Matthew, 
which correspond with those which St. Luke has selected from 
it, see the Table at p. 96. supra. 


Ver, 22. dpopicwo. E.T. Separate you from their com- 
pany. ‘This was the first degree of excommunication among the 
Jews; of which see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 149. The ex- 
pression éxBaXkiv we rovnody signifies to hold up to ignominy ; 
and that the name of Christian was covered with the grossest 
obloquy and malediction in the early days of the Gospel, we have 
the testimony both of Christian and Heathen writers. See Acts 
xxiv. 5. xxvill. 22. 1 Pet. iv. 14. 16. James ii. 7. Athenag. 
Legat. p. 5. nutv dtr dvéuaridrexPaveoOe. Just. Mart. Apol. 
I. 3. jyiv 76 Ovoua, we EAeyyov, AauPBavere. Tertull. Apol. §. 2. 
Christianis solis nihil permittitur loqui, quod causam purget, 
quod veritatem defendat, quod judicem non faciat injustum: sed 
allud solum expectatur, quod odio publico necessarium est, con- 
fessio nominis, non examinatio criminis. Plin. Epist. XCVIT. 
Nec mediocriter dubitavi an nomen ipsum,’ etiamsi flagitiis ca- 
reat, an flagitia coherentia nomini puniantur. WAKEFIELD. 
Instances of maltreatment received from the Jews by the ancient 
prophets, (v. 23.) will be seen in 1 Kings xviii. 4. 2 Chron. xxiv: 
21. xxxvi. 16. Neh. ix. 26.- and elsewhere in the O. T. He 
that would be pleasing to all, flatters their various propensities ; 
and thus the false prophets, whom the Jews commended, (v. 26.) 
spake to them smooth things, Isaiah xxx. 10. prophesied les, 
because the people loved to have it so, Jer. vi. 14. viii. 11. xiv. 
13. Ezek. xiii. 10. 16. Zech. x. 2. and strengthened the hand of 
the evil doers, Jer. xxiii. 14. It is a true proverb: Obsequium 
amicos, veritas odium, parit. Hence Senec. Epist. 29. Sz te 
video celebrem secundis vocibus vulgi,—si, intrante te, clamor, 
plausus, et pantomimica ornamenta obstrepuerint,—si tota civi- 
tate femine te puerique laudaverint,—quidni ergo tui miserear, 
cum sciem, que via ad istum favorem ferat? 'The woes de- 
nounced in vv. 24. sqq. are not to be found in Matthew: they 
are directly opposed to the preceding blessings, and require no 
further illustration. It should be remarked, however, that the 
interjection ovat, as opposed to paxdpror, is not émprecative, but 
affirmative. Of the verb dréxev see on Matt. vi. 2. Wuuitsy, 
CAMPBELL, WETSTEIN. j 
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Ver. 30. ra od. Scil. xohpara. The passage is differently in- 
terpreted. Some would render the verbs alps and dzarréiv re- 
spectively to borrow, and to exact usury, citing Neh. v. 7. LXX. 
in support of the sense attached to the latter verb. But usury is 
not necessarily implied in this example, but merely the payment 
of debts after the year of release, as in Exod. xxi. 2. Deut. xv. 1. 
Jer. xxxiv. 14, Ecclus. xx. 14. Others properly render ama- 
rev to require restitution, still explaining aigovrog of one who 
borrows, and is unable to pay. ‘This signification, however, is 
wholly unsupported. The verb usually denotes to take by vio- 
lence, and in this very sense it occurs in the verse next preceding. 
That it is not to be otherwise interpreted in the present instance 
may be fairly inferred from the connection of the two clauses of 
which the verse is composed:—To him who asks, give; and 
from him who takes, (i. e. without asking,) do not demand resti- 
tution. The precept is not to be overpressed. Our Lord would 
merely discourage a revengeful and persecuting spirit in regain- 
ing possessions, of which we are unjustly deprived. Cic. Off. II. 
18. Conveniet esse vicinitatibus et confiniis equum et facilem : 
multa multis de gure suo cedentem, a litibus vero quantum liceat, 
et nescio an paulo plus quam liceat, abhorrentem. With respect 
to borrowing and lending the Christian’s duty is specified in v. 
34, Kurnoret, Wuitpy.—[Le Cierc, Hammonp.] For xague, 
in v. 32. we have puicbdc in Matt. v. 46., and that the words are 
synonymous is evident from v. 35. énfra. Compare 1 Pet. ii. 19. 
Hom. Il. I. 316. Theogn. 305. Dion. Hal. VI. 86. Joseph. 
Ant. VI. 14.4, In the same way the Latins use gratia. Plaut. 
Aul. II. 5. 11. stutum et sine gratia est Ibi recte facere, quando 
quod facias perit. Hesych. xdovc* duouB Kata edeoyectav. 
WAKEFIELD, WETSTEIN, ELSNER. 


Ver, 35. ndtv awedniZovrec. The meaning of this expres- 
sion is plainly pointed out by its opposite in the preceding verse : 
wap @v éAmilere droAaBeiv. It is true that aweAriZav com- 
monly signifies to despair, as in Isatah xxix. 19. Esth. xiv. 19. 
Judith ix. 11. Ecclus. xxii. 22. 2 Mace. ix. 18. LXX. and 
hence many would here translate nowise despairing, i. e. of re- 
compence from God. But the import of the passage clearly 
establishes the correctness of the E. 'T. hoping for nothing again. 
As droXaPetv is put for AaBety awd twoe, so dwedwiZev may be 
for éXriZeav awd twoc. We have frequent instances of this sepa- 
ration of the preposition; and so Athen. XV. p. 649. yowvrat 
tT) aveaDiaw avti tov dé Twoe étofieav. Some would translate 
causing despair to no one, i. e. by refusing to lend. But this 
sense 1s unknown to dweAwiZev, and would require pmdéva in- 
stead of undév. With the sentiment we may compare Senec. de 
Benef. 1. 1. Est virtus dare beneficia non utique reditura. M11. 
14, Qui dat beneficia, Deos imitatur ; qui repetit, Jeeneratores. 
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Wuitsy, Grotius, Kurnoet, Scuteusner, Kress.—[Camp- 
BELL, WetTsTEIN, Hammond, Prarce.] That daveiZew does 
not here denote, as it sometimes does, to lend upon interest, is 
plain from the addition of ra isa in the preceding verse. Our 
Lord does not allude to commercial transactions, but to the kindly 
and disinterested assistance which we are bound to afford to our 
neighbour in distress, from a principle of love to God, and Chris- 
tian charity one toward another. With v. 35. compare Matt. v. 
45. The adjectives dydo.oroc and wovnpdc are frequently found 
in conjunction. Demosth. de Cor. otrwe dyapioroc ci kal Tovnode¢ 
gtéoa. Lucian. Timon. 48. ravreg dydotorot kat wovnpot. Camp- 
BELL, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 38. pérpov xaXbv, wemteopévov k.t.A. The phrases here 
employed express the different kinds of good measure, according to 
the different nature of the thing measured. Some must be pressed 
and trodden down; some shaken together, as the several kinds of 
grain; and some must be running over, as all sorts of liquors. 
The expression is proverbial, and of frequent occurrence in the 
Rabbinical writings. We find also in Sota, p. 52. the maxim, 
with which the verse concludes: With whatever measure a man 
metes, men measure to him again. ‘Thus also Hesiod. Op. D. 
348. cb piv peroicOa wapa ystrovoc, eb 8 arodotvar ein To) 
pérow, kat Adiov, aike Sbvna. Of the import of the term dddvac 
tic K6ATov see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 402. So Herod. VI. 
125. rv KéArov ravta wAnodpevoe xovaoov. Hor. Sat. II. 3. 
71. te talos, Aule, nucesque Ferre sinu laxo, donare, et ludere 
vidi. MAcKNIGHT, WETSTEIN, SCHOETTGEN. 


Ver. 39. wapaBoAhv. This parable does not occur in St. 
Matthew’s report of the sermon on the mount, but it is found in 
Matt. xv. 14., where it is applied to the Pharisees, who are there 
denominated blind guides. Its connection in this place is not very 
obvious, and some have supposed that it is an interpolation from 
some other place. The proverb also in v. 40. is met with in 
Matt. x. 25. and in John xiii. 16., but in a sense totally different 
from that in which it is here applied. It should seem that the 
reasoning of our Lord is to the following effect.“ If you follow 
the instruction of blind guides, such as the Scribes and Pharisees, 
instead of the precepts which I have just given you, you will na- 
turally fall into their errors, for the disciple cannot hope to excel 
his master in wisdom; though the perfect scholar may attain to 
the full extent of his master’s knowledge. Nor can you justly 
complain of the defects in the (moral) eye of a brother, &c.” The 
verb xarapriZev, signifying primarily ¢o amend, to repair, meta- 
phorically denotes to instruct, to perfect. Compare Matt. xxi. 16. 
2 Cor. xiii. 9. 11. Heb. xiii. 21. 2 Tim. ii. 17. 1 Pet. v. 10. 


KurinoEt, WuitBy, GRoTIus. 
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Ver.45. 5 dyabdc advOowmoc x. r. A. See on Matt. xii. 35. 
In v. 48. oxae xa ¢Bdbuve is a hendiadys for toxape Babéwe. 
So Judg. xiii. 10. LXX. étrayuve cai tdpape for rayéwe tdpaue. 
- See my note on Hom. I. 6. 240. With the simile we may 
compare Ovid. Met. IX. 39. Haud secus ac moles, quam magno 
murmure fluctus Oppugnant; manet illa, suoque est pondere 
tuta. For rece, v. 49., some good MSS. read ovvérece. So 
Ovid. de Pont. 1. 9.13. Tum domus ingenti subito mea lapsa 
ruina Concidit. Grotius, VALCKNHR, KUINOEL. 


CHA PA EBV. 


Contents :— The Centurion’s servant healed, vv. 1—10. [Matt. 
viii. 5.] The raising of the widow's son, vv. 11—17. John’s 
message to Jesus, and Christ's testimony concerning John, vv. 
18—35. [Matt. xi. 2.] The female penitent forgiven, vv. 
-36—50. 


Verse 2. %vrmiog. E. T. dear. Rather esteemed, respected. 
So 1 Sam. xxvi. 21. LXX. Phil. ii. 29. Artemid. Il. 8. rove év 
tiug mapa toic deomdrac. Compare Esch. Dial. Socr. II. 8. 
In v. 4. some read wapéEae, others wapéEn: but rapéEa is un- 
doubtedly correct, being the Attic form of the second person sing. 
pres. indic. mid., and used instead of the subjunctive. See Matt. 
Gr. Gr. §§. 197. 496. There is no occasion to take wapé&a for 
the third person singular. The particle 67 frequently introduces 
the exact words of the speaker; and the active and middle voices 
of dee are used in the same sense. Markianp.—[Gro- 
TIUS. 


Ver. 5, tiv svvaywyiv «x. tr. It was not unusual for an 
individual to build a synagogue at his own cost; nor was there 
any objection to a Gentile’s building it, since the holiness of the 
place did not so much consist in the building as in the act of de- 
dication. This appears from the repairs which Herod made in 
the Temple. See also the Talmud in Megillah, §.41. The 
Centurion, however, was in all probability a Proselyte, and as 
Augustus had published a decree, in which the teaching of the 
synagogues was strongly recommended, it is not strange that a 
Roman should engage in erecting one. LiguHrroot, Grorius. 
The insertion of the article shews that there was at that time 
only one synagogue in Capernaum. It is probable that the per- 
sons who solicited Christ for the Centurion were the elders of this 
synagogue. MrppLeTon, CAMPBELL, A. CLARKE. 
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Ver. 12. e&exouiZero. This word, as well as éxpéperv, and the 
Latin efferre, is a funereal term; and with the Greeks and Ro- 
mans, as well as among the Jews, the dead were carried out of 
their cities, the laws forbidding their interment within the walls. 
Lucian. Contemp. T. I. p. 340. rov yelrova 82 rdv ixxoutZovra 
TO Tatov ovx doa. Compare Alsch. Theb. 1026. AXlian. V. H. 
VIII. 4. Herodian. II. 1. 5. Virg. Georg. IV. 255. Many of 
the commentators notice the impropriety of the practice of bury- 
ing in churches and cemeteries adjoining, so common in modern 
times. The custom, it seems, was introduced in honour of the 
early martyrs; and thence its general adoption, even in populous 
towns, where, without the greatest caution, infectious diseases 
would be the unavoidable consequence. Eusner, WETSTEIN, 
Parxuurst, Grotius, RosENMULLER, SCHOETTGEN. Of the 
miracle here recorded, and the circumstances attending it, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. pp. 246. 259. III. p. 523. Of the ad- 
jective ixavoc see on Matt. xxviii. 12. See also on Luke ii. 37. 
and of the verb émickéwrety, v. 16. on Luke i. 68. 


Ver. 21. tyapicaro. This verb signifies to bestow freely in 
Esth. viii. 7. Ecclus. xii. 3. 2 Mace. iii. 38. iv. 82. 1 Cor. ii. 12. 
Gal. iii. 18. Phil. i. 29. ti. 9. Herodian. I. 17.3. rév rrAovolwv 
Tac ovatac yapicacba éBovAsro, kal pepioa cic ToS orpatiwrac. 
Xen. Cyrop. VIII. 6.23. mac 8? iduitne tAobov0¢g Gv wero ye= 
véoOa, cite Kipy xapiouro. In Atlian. V. H. IX. 1. yapiZeo- 
Qa is opposed to Aaufsavev. The verb seems here to be ex- 
pressive of the kindness and benevolence with which our Lord 
performed these cures. Kurnoet, DoppripGe. 


Ver. 25. tovgy. This word properly signifies Juaury ; and in 
this sense some understand it here as opposed to the rigid absti- 
nence of the Baptist’s life. In the parallel place of Matthew 
however, clothing only is specified; and as reug7 is sometimes 
applied to costliness of dress, St. Luke may possibly have em- 
ployed it in this meaning. Eurip. Phoen. 1505. orodida kpoxdeo- 
sav aveica toupac. Isocr. Paneg. 41. ra piv cHpara tpvpwrrac. 
KurnoeL, WETSTEIN. In vy. 28. 6 puxpdrepoc has been generally 
supposed to be put by an enallage for the superlative ; but it 
seems rather to refer to "Iwdvvov understood, though not as de- 
signating Christ, from his being junior in ministry, and indeed in 
age, to John. In this decision, maintained by some of the Fa- 
thers, it is probable that the force of the article has been mistaken. 
That Christ should say of himself that he was greater than the 
person whom he had just described as having been sent to pre- 
pare his way, amounts to nothing: and still less would he call 
him 6 puxodrepoe év TH BaciXsig Tov Oso, i. e. under the Gospel 
dispensation, or among the body of Christians. MippLeton. See 
on the parallel place in Matthew. 
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Ver. 29. 28uxalwoav rov Osdv. E. T. justified God. A variety 
of opinions have been offered on the true import of the passage. 
Some would render éccavodv to praise ; some to honour ; some to 
thank ; and some to obey: but the verb seems rather to retain 
its ordinary acceptation. The people acknowledged the justice 
of God, i. e. of the counsel or purpose of God, in calling them by 
the Baptist to repentance; and were baptized accordingly. See 
on Matt. xi. 19. and compare Rom. iii. 4. 1 Tim. iii. 16. That 
this is the true interpretation is further confirmed by a contrary de- 
claration respecting the Pharisees, that they rejected the counsel 
of God; riv BovAjy rod Ozov 7Oénoav. It is to be observed 
that BovA; is not here the mere command, but the decree or pur- 
pose of God, as alwaysin the N. T. So Aets ii. 23. iv. 28. xiii. 
36. xx. 27. Ephes. i. 11. Heb. vi. 17. Wuirsy, Macxnieut, 
Kutnoet, Doppripgr.—[WaAKkEFIELD, HamMmonp, SCHLEUS- 
NER.] Some of the commentators have improperly considered 
this and the following verse as spoken by the Evangelist, 
acquainting us that the people hearing what Jesus said at this 
time concerning him, immediately resorted to his baptism. The 
main support of this opinion is in the words ize 6 6 Képuoc, 
with which v. 31. commences in the common editions, and which 
are retained in the E. T. But nearly all the best MSS. and 
versions omit them; the critics reject them; and as the Evan- 
gelistaria begin with this verse, they were probably first used by 
them to introduce the following parable. At all events these two 
verses cannot bear the sense affixed to them above. It appears 
from Matt. xi. 2. that John was then in prison, where he re- 
mained till his death, and was not, therefore, able any longer to 
baptize. Besides, it was John’s office to bring disciples to Jesus, 
and not of Jesus to bring disciples to John. Campseitt, Gro- 
Tus, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 30. sic éavrobc. It has been questioned whether these 
words are to be construed in connexion with BovAijy Cov or 
70érnoav. Of those who adopt the latter opinion, some with the 
E. T. translate against themselves, i.e. to their own prejudice. That 
the preposition will admit ‘of this interpretation is evident from 
Luke xii. 10, xv. 18. Acts vi. 11. 1 Cor. viii. 12., but it does not 
naturally arise out of the context. Our translators have given in 
the margin another version, within themselves, which is preferred 
by several, though it seems not very apposite to what follows in 
the sentence, which shews that the rejection was open and no- 
torious. Upon the whole, therefore, the opinion is preferable 
which refers cic Eavrove to riv BovAny Tov Osov. The use of tic, 
in the sense of in regard to, is very common. See Matt. xxvi. 
10. Acts xxiv. 17. Rom. v. 8. xii. 10. 2 Cor. ii. 4. 1 Pet. iv. 8, 9. 
Campseci, Wuitrsy, HamMonp, Ros—ENMULLER, DoppRIDGE,— 
[Kurnorn, Scuteusner, Guass, Erasmus; &c.] 
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Ver. 37. xat idod, yur) x. 7. A. The commentators are at va- 
riance respecting the identity of this anointing with that recorded 
in Matt. xxyi. 6. Mark xiv. 3. John xii. 3. Now the only points 
of similarity are the unction itself, which was very usual at en- 
tertainments ; the common name of the alabastron, and the Pha- 
risee’s name Stmon, which was one of the most prevalent among 
the Jews. In all other points the transactions are totally dis- 
tinct; and there is little, if any, doubt that St. Luke’s narrative 
relates to a much earlier period in the ministry of Christ than 
that of the other Evangelists. The incident here recorded took 
place in Galilee, the other at Bethany; the former by Mary, the 
sister of Lazarus, the latter by a woman unnamed, who lived in 
the city, i. e. either in Nain. or Capernaum: our Lord’s dis- 
courses upon each occasion respectively are entirely different ; 
and the relations are introduced in connexion with subjects 
which in no way resemble each other. That the woman here 
mentioned could not be Mary, the sister of Lazarus, may be 
fairly inferred from St. Luke’s observation, that she was a sin- 
ner, in whatever sense the word auaprwAdc is understood. Some 
translate the word an adulteress, which corresponds with the 
sense in which auapravev is sometimes used. Thus Eurip. Hipp. 
507. <i rou Soxei cor, yonv piv ov o auaptavav. Elian. V. H. 
IV. 1. rv auapravovear cic Ereoov svyyvupne TuxElv adivarov. 
The word more probably denotes a Gentile, as in Matt. xxvi. 
45. Compare also Matt. ix. 10, 11. xi. 19. Mark ii. 15, 16. 
xiv. 41. Luke xv. 1. 7. 10. xix. 7. John ix. 31. At all events it 
is not very likely that Mary was either the one or the other. 
Many suppose Mary Magdalene to be intended; but of this there 
is not only no proof, and the distinction given to her shews that 
she was of Magdala, not of Nain. KurnorLt, Hammonp, Ro- 
SENMULLER, MicHarLis, Wuitsy.—[Grortivus.] Of the cus- 
toms alluded to in the following verses see Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. pp. 397. 440. See also Vol. II. p. 488. Of the word ada- 
Paorpov see on Matt. xxvi. 7. 


Ver. 38. xareptrda. See on Matt. xxvi. 48. Kissing the feet 
was a token of the deepest reverence and humiliation; and as. it 
was a Heathen no less than a Jewish practice, coincides very well 
with the interpretation of ajaprwAdc given in the preceding note. 
Xen. Cyrop. VII. 5.11. Kipou xarepidour kat xeigag kal wédac, 
ToAXd Saxpbovrec pa Xapd Kal evpoavduevor. Arist. Vesp. 608. 
kal TowTa pev 7 Ouydrno pe "Arrovigy, Kal To 160 argsipy, Kat 
moooktpaca piAjay. Polyb. XV. 1. weodvrec emi rHv viv Tove 
réoac kateptAouv To suvedpiy. Senec. de Benef. I. 12. Agent 
gratias (Pompeio C. Cesar) porrexit osculandum sinistrum pe- 
dem. A. CLARKE, WETSTEIN, RAPHELIUS. 


Ver. 45. ag’ jig ciomAOov. A very few MSS.., and those of no 
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great consideration, read eiojAOev, which is adopted, however, by 
the Vulgate, and other Versions. This reading is certainly best 
suited to the context, which represents the woman as coming to 
Simon’s house, after she had learnt that Jesus was there, v. 37. 
Now if Jesus was there before her, the action could be dated 
only from er entering, not from hs. So slight a circumstance 
as this might easily be overlooked in the hurry of transcribing ; 
and the difference in writing is so inconsiderable that an over- 
sight might readily occur. CampBeti. The verb d.adetrev with 
a participle expresses the intermission of the action expressed by 
the participle ;—a phraseology purely Greek, and common in the 
best writers. Compare 1 Sam. x. 8. Jerem. x. 5. LXX. Xen. 
Apol. Socr. §. 16. Elian. V. H. XV. 27. Lucian. Prom. 17. 
Parxuurst, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 47. Sr yarnoe TOAD. Many of the best commentators 
consider the particle dz in this place, not as causal but dlative, in 
the sense of therefore, and produce a variety of texts from the 
LXX. and N.T. to confirm this interpretation. But it is by no 
means clear that this meaning of 67: will hold in any of the pas- 
sages cited, or in any Greek writer whatsoever; and although 
the parable of the debtors represents the gratuitous forgiveness 
as the cause of the love, not the love as the cause of the forgive- 
ness, it should seem that the love of the woman is adduced as the 
sign not the cause of her pardon. Hence, the particle denotes 
an inference of the antecedent from the consequent; wherefore, 
since she has shewn so great a regard for me, I say unto you, it 
is plain that her many sins are forgiven; for or because she 
loved much. Having obtained from Christ the remission of her 
sins, of the enormity of which she was conscious, as well as of 
the divine mercy in forgiving them, she cherished a proportionate 
love to Christ, which she manifested in the manner recorded by 
St. Luke. Inv. 50. her pardon is attributed to her faith. Gro- 
Trius, ParkHurst.—[CamPBELL, Hammonp, Wuitsy, Kut- 
NOEL, &c.] 


Ver. 49. apéwvrai cov ai apuapria. This is doubtless a 
repetition of the consolatory assurance which Christ had, on 
some previous occasion, given to the woman; and plainly de- 
notes the spiritual remission of sin, consequent upon her faith 
and repentance. There is no authority for supposing, with some 
commentators, that he had cured her of a baneful disease, which 
she had brought upon herself by her irregularities. See on Matt. 
ix. 2. The observation of the guests does not appear to have 
originated upon this occasion, as it did upon some others, in any 
unfriendly disposition towards our Lord. Lz CLerc, Grotius.— 
[Kurnort.] In the next verse the expression ropevov tic eipi- 
vnv is a Jewish formula of valediction or farewell. So it is used 
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in Judg. xviii. 6. 1 Sam. i. 17. xx. 42, xxix. 7. 2 Sam. xv. 9. 
James ii. 16. A. CLARKE. 





CHAPTER VIII. 


Contents :— Jesus preaches throughout Galilee, vv. 1—3. 
Parable of the sower, vv. 4—18. [Matt. xiii. 1. Mark iv. 1.] 
Christ's kindred, vv. 19—21. [Matt. xii. 46. Mark iii. 31.] 
The tempest quelled, vy. 22—25. [Matt. viii. 18. Mark iv. 35.] 
The Gadarene demoniac, vv. 26—39. [Matt. viii. 28. Mark 
v.1.] The raising of Jairus’s daughter, and the issue of 
blood stanched, vv. 40—56. [Matt. ix. 18. Mark v. 22.] 


Verse 2. 1 xadovpévn Mayédadnvh. Of the town Magdala, 
whence MaydaAnrvj, as NaZapnvoc from Nazareth, see Horne’s 
Geographical Index. From a notion, however, for which there 
is no authority in the N. T., that this Mary had been a prosti- 
tute, some have supposed that the adjective is derived from the 
Hebrew 5730, and signifies one who plaits her hair, as was the 
custom with women of this description; or that the town where 
she resided was not Magdala, in Galilee, but near Jerusalem, 
and of ill repute for the adulteries there committed. This town, 
it is also supposed, might be the same with Bethany, and thus 
Mary Magdalene might be identified with the sister of Lazarus; 
and possibly she might have received her designation from her ad- 
diction to the evil practices of that place. But we have already 
seen that these Maries were two distinct individuals; and it is 
not improbable that Mary Magdalene was a person of some con- 
sequence, as she is almost always mentioned first by the Evan- 
gelists, and in this place before the wife of Chuza, Herod’s 
steward. This Chuza is imagined by some to be the nobleman 
mentioned in John iv. 46., but this is only conjecture. Macx- 
nicutT.—[Licutroot.] Of the érra dayudvia see on Mark xvi. 9. 
The word ézfrpozog is used here in a more exalted sense than in 
Matt. xx. 8. Some would render it guardian or tutor, as syno- 
nymous with wadaywyd¢ ; and so it occurs in Gal. iv. 2. Com- 
pare Gal. iii, 24. and see Joseph. B. J. I. 30. 5. Ant. XVII. 
4. 2. Xen. Mem. I. 2. 40. Plut. Lyc. p. 40. But it should 
seem rather to denote a superintendent, or lord of the house- 
hold, as in Herod. 1. 108. ravtwy éxitporov. Compare 2 Mace. 
xi. 1. xiii. 2. Parxuurst, Rapnewius. Of the verb dcaxovety 
see on Matt. iv. 11. From the sense in which it is there used it 
is easily transferred to any service whatever, as in Matt, xx. 28. 
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Rom. xv. 26. 2 Tim. i. 18. and elsewhere; and thence also the 
peculiar ecclesiastical sense of Sudcovoc, of which see on Acts 
vi. 3. 


Ver. 12. of mapa tiv Sdov. Scil. owapévtec. See on Matt. 
xiii, 19, Inv. 14. the participle ropevduevor seems to denote 
the gradual progress of the action denoted by the verb, with 
which it is joined; in the sense of the Hebrew on, in 1 Sam. ii. 
26. 2 Sam. iii. 1. Some, however, consider it pleonastic, and 
compare Matt. ix. 15. 1 Pet. iii. 19. Wxrstern.—[Scuievs- 
NER.| The verb reAcopopety is applied to ripe frudt in Arrian. 
Epictet. IV. 8. Compare also Strabo V. p. 381. Joseph. Ant. 
I. 6. 3. Hesych. reAXeopoowv* 6 kal’ Hpav Tove Kaprove, 7 6 TE- 
Aslove avtove péowv. There are very few instances in which the 
accusative is omitted. Rapuretius, Exsner, Kypxe. At the be- 
ginning of the verse there is an ellipsis of the preposition card. 


Ver. 15. év bropovy. E. T. with patience ; and so this noun 
is generally translated, though it signifies an active more fre- 
quently than a passive virtue, answering to what is with us called 
perseverance. ‘The word in Scripture, which strictly answers to 
the English term patience, is naxoo8upia, commonly rendered 
long-suffering ; though ézoporv7 may also be so translated in se- 
veral passages: as, for instance, in Rom. xv. 4. 2 Cor. i. 6. 
1 Thess. i. 3. 2 Thess. iii. 5. and elsewhere. For the sense of 
perseverance compare Luke xxi. 19. Rom. ii. 7. viii. 25. Heb. 
x. 36. xil. 3. CampseLL, Parkuurst. By a comparison of 
this verse with Matt. xiii. 23. the character here described will 
appear to be possessed of all those good qualities which were 
wanting in the others. Receiving the words év xapdta Kady Kat 
aya0j, he is cvvey, understanding and meditating upon it, in 
opposition to that by the way side ;—he long retains it, Karéxel, 
as distinguished from that on the rocky ground ;—and he brings 
forth fruit, kap7opoosi, unchoked by temporal cares, as in the 
case of that which fell among thorns. The phrase xaddc¢ Kal aya- 
dc, as expressive of entire goodness, is applied émt rév reAéwe 
oroveaiwy, oi¢ 7 ayaba maévra, bvra aya0a, zor, in Arist. 
Magn. Moral. 1. 9. Wurrsy, Grorius. Of the three follow- 
ing verses see on Matt. v. 14. Mark iy. 21. 


Ver, 22. avixOnoav. They set sail. Compare Acts xiii. 13. 
xvili. 21. xxvii. 2. 12. Aristoph. Lysist. 608. Herod. III. 109. 
IV. 141. See also on Luke v. 2. In the next verse the use of 
the verb a¢éavwae is somewhat singular, for the signification of 
apumvizey is directly opposite, and denotes to awake, not to fall 
asleep. Some have supposed that St. Luke has here adopted a 
provincialism, but we may remark, that the expression pikpov 
aputvecavrec, having slept a little, occurs in Ignat. Mart. §. 7. 
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The verb has the same meaning also in Judg. v. 27. LXX. (Ed. 
Ald.) and so also the adjective ¢umvoc in 3 Esdr. iii. 3. Parx- 
HURST, VALCKNER, MaRKLAND. A catachresis is observable in 
the reference of the verb cvverAnoodvro to the crew, instead of 
to the shép. Similar instances abound. Demosth. ec. Leptin. p. 
466. Towroue yeutlecIa rove we sac wAgovTac. Thucyd. I. 93. 
AOnvaior pév ovv ovTwe érerxloOncav. Virg. Ain. II. 314, Jam 
proximus ardet Ucalegon. KuinorL, KyPxe. 


_ Per. 27. tx yxodvwv ixavév. For several years: and so also 
my. 29., though some understand zoAAorc xodvole for 7odXa- 
kc, as in Mark v. 4. But yodvoe is frequently used in the 
sense of annus, as, for instance, in Deut. xii. 19. Josh. iv. 14. 
LXX. Luke xx. 9. Acts viii. 11. Rom. xvi. 25. and elsewhere. 
So Diod. Sic. p. 44. ’OXrupuriac wAnoovra kata Térrapac \06- 
vove. Plutarch, de Educat. p. 11. A. tv Secuwrnoly roddode 
kateoamn xodvove. Eustath. on Hom. Il. H. 250. peta TOVG 
évvéa yodvouc. . Of ixavoc, in the sense of many, see on Matt. 
xxvill. 12. and to the instances cited add Arist. Pac. 353. ixavov 
Xedvoy arodAbucfa. WetsteInN, Kurnort.—[Grortius, Rosen- 
MULLER.] In the next verse the words Incov and row Ozov are 
omitted in several MSS. and in v. 34. a few MSS. have ameXOdv- 
tec before amfyyeAav, which is very properly rejected by Grries- 
bach and the best critics. The incident related in vv. 39, 40. is 
omitted by Matthew and Mark. Of our Lord’s injunction to the 
dzmoniac, compared with his conduct upon other occasions, see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 236. 


Ver. 40. awedéEaro. Received joyfully. The preposition is 
intensive; and so in 2 Mace. iii. 9. iv. 22. LXX. Acts xv. 4. 
xvili. 27. Similar examples are also common in the classical 
writers. SCHLEUSNER, RAPHELIUS. 


Ver. 55. tréotpabs 76 Tvevpa avrg. Hence it is argued that 
the soul does not perish with the body, but exists ima separate 
state after death. This may indeed be collected from the death 
of the damsel, as also in the case of the child restored to life by 
Elijah, where the same expression is employed, 1 Kings xvii. 21. 
But in-other places it is used of a mere restoration of strength 
and vigour, as in the instance of Sampson, Judg. xv. 19. and in 
Psalm iii. 23. Lam. i. 11. 16.19. LXX. Wuirsy, Grorttus. 
Of the use of the nominative 7) waite instead of the vocative, in 
the preceding verse, see my note on Eur. Phoen. 796, Pent. Gr. 
p- 350. 
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CHAPTER IX. 


Contents :—Christ’s commission to the Apostles, vv. 1—6. 
[Matt. x. 1. Mark vi. 7.] Herod's perplexity, vv. 7—9. 
[Matt. xiv. 1. Mark vi. 14.] The return of the Apostles, and 
the feeding of the five thousand, vv. 10—17. [Matt. xiv. 13. 
Mark vi. 30. John vi. 1.] Peter's confession, vv. 18—21. 
Matt. xvi. 13. Mark viii. 27.]. Christ predicts his passion, 
death, and resurrection, vv. 21—7. [ Matt. xvi. 21. Mark viii. 
31.] The transfiguration, vv. 283—36. [Matt. xvii. 1. Mark 
ix. 2.] A deaf and dumb spirit ejected, vv. 37—43. [Matt. 
xvii..14. Mark ix. 14.] Christ again foretels his death and 
resurrection, vv. 44, 45. [Matt. xvii. 22. Mark ix. 30.] The 
disciples contend for superiority, vw. 46—50. [Matt. xviii. 1. 
Mark ix. 34.] Zhe Samaritans refuse to receive Jesus, vv. 
51—56. The answers of Christ to three new disciples, vv. 
57—62. [Matt. viii. 19. ] 


Verse 1. The words paOnrac avrov, which are found in the 
common copies, are omitted in several of the best MSS. and in 
others atooréXove is substituted. Hence the critics are very 
generally-agreed in rejecting them from the text. We have oi 
dweexa simply infra v. 12, and in Luke viii. 1. xviii. 31. and else- 
where. Grotius, GRIESBACH. ; 


Ver. 3. dbo xirévac.. Compare Luke iii. 11. The Jews usu- 
ally wore two garments, of which the upper was called the talith, 
and the under the chalyk. By the poorer classes the chalyk 
seems to have been worn alone. Some have supposed that these 
two garments are here intended; and that the Apostles are en- 
joined to undertake their journey with the under garment only, 
which was. all to which their situation in life entitled them. In 
the same manner the Baptist is believed to have directed those who 
had both a talith and a chalyk to give one or the other in cha- 
rity. But it should be observed that these two garments are repre- 
sented in Greek by y:7®v and iuariov respectively, so that two 
of the same kind. are here evidently meant, and the precept forbids 
the incumbrance of a supernumerary coat, which might impede 
them in their progress. With the equipment of the Apostles we 
may compare that. of the philosopher :—IIfon, kat Baxroor, Kat 
Sirdovv siwa copoio Aroyévouc, Bidrov pdproe 5 Kxovgédraroc.. - 
WaxkEFIELD.—[Ligutroot.] The preposition ava is here used 
adverbially, as in Matt. xx.9,10. It may be well rendered 
apiece. Of the change from the imperative mood to the infi- 
nitive see my note on Hom. Il. A. 20. 
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Ver. 7. Smrdps. Was greatly perplexed. The preposition is 
intensive ; and the verb is intended to express a mixture of doubt 
and fear. Compare Luke xxiv. 4. Acts ii. 12. v. 24. x. 17. In 
the next verse the verb gaiveoOa: is used in the sense of 2AOeiv. 
So in2 Mace. vii. 22. LXX. sic tiv ew epdvyrte xoirlav. Plat. 
Protag. sub init. 7é0ev, & Xéxoarec, patvy; See also my note on 


U 


Hom. Il. K. 236. Doppripgre, Wetstrin, Hammonp. 


Ver. 12. iipéoa nogaro KXivew. Scil. cc éoméoav. The same 
ellipsis occurs in Judg. xix. 11. LXX. Herod. IV. 181. It is 
supplied in Judg. xix. 9. xéxAucev 7) jyéoa sic éowépav. Arrian. 
Exp. Alex. III. 4. zykAlvartog 62 Tov HAlov Eic¢ covéoav. In the 
same manner znclinare is used in Latin. Plin. Epist. VII. 27. 
Inclinato die spatiabatur in porticu. Q. Curt. VI. 11.9. In 
vesperam inclinabat dies. Compare Luke xxiv. 29. With ra¢ 
KoxAqw kwpac also there is an ellipsis of the participle Kepévae ; 
and so in Xen. Anab. III. 5. 9. tiv xix racav ywoav. Hell. 
IV. 6. 3. ra xixAw wepléxovra Spon. Again in the next verse, 
some suppose that od duvardy zort, or ov Suvdueba, is omitted 
before the particles «i 4 rv, and that this elliptic phrase is em- 
ployed to introduce a manifest absurdity. But it does not appear 
that any sareasm is intended; and the passage may possibly be 
rendered with an interrogation :—Shall we then buy, §c.? In 
this sense ei uf re is again used in 2 Cor. xiii. 5. So Joseph. 
Ant. XVII. 11. & wh re rowovroy viov évée Kaxkoc eveioKorro; 
Compare also Eurip. Alcest. 824. where, however, Monk reads 
the line without a question, and Edmsley conjectures ci uh ye o6¢ 
pe. 7 A. WeETSTEIN, KurnoEL, KypKe.—[Grottvs, Bos. ] 


Ver. 14. xdwctac. In companies; subaud. card. See Matt. 
Gr. Gr. §. 425. and compare Mark vi. 39. The word is used in 
the sense which it here bears in Joseph. Ant. XII.2.11. In 
v. 18. the adverb xaraydvac should be rendered_ém private. It 
frequently occurs in the LXX. as two words, kara povae, scil. 
xéoag, and so in the best writers. See Psalm iv. 8. Jer. xv. 17. 
Mic. vii. 14. Thucyd. I. 32. 37. Joseph. Vit. §. 63. It should 
be observed that neither in this place nor in Mark iv. 10. are we 
to understand the disciples as excluded, but simply the multitude. 
Parxuurst, Werstern, Grortius.. There is considerable varia- 
tion in the MSS. respecting the admission or rejection of the 
words ka? *juépay in v. 23. All the versions, however, with one 
exception, sanction their presence; and though they are not 
found in the parallel places of the other Gospels, still there is no- 
thing there to contradict them. To follow Christ is the daily 
business of his disciples, and, therefore, it is more than probable 
that St. Luke has stated as much; nor is there any sufficient 
grounds for rejecting the obese CAMPBELL, GRIESBACH. 
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Ver, 28. dost ipéoar dxrd. With these words some under- 
stand an ellipsis of the verb jjoav, and compare Luke vi. 13. 
Others take éyévero for the verb, and produce a variety of in- 
~ stances in which a masculine or feminine plural is followed by a 
verb in the singular; thus, for example, Herod. I. 26. tov oe 
pera&y Tic méAoc Kal TOU vnoOv Exra oTdo.ot. But it is preferable 
to read the words in a parenthesis, and take éyévero 6? kal 7aga- 
AaBwv in connection, which is a mode of construction not un- 
usual with this Evangelist. The xai is redundant, as in Luke viii. 
1. x. 38. xxiii. 44, or it may be rendered into English by the 
conjunction that. CamPpBELL, ELsner.—[Buackwa 1, Bos.] 


Ver. 31. od0v. This word is often used of military eapedi- 
tions, as in 2 Sam. xi. 1. LXX. Thucyd. II. 10. V. 14, A:lian. 
V. H. I. 7. IL. 11. XIII. 12. Dion. Hal. A. R. VIII. pp. 303. 
531. and God’s punishment is frequently represented under the 
figure of going out to war, as in Isaiah xlii. 13. Hence it has 
been supposed that the conversation here mentioned alluded to 
the battle which our Lord was about to wage against the rebel- 
lious Jews at the destruction of Jerusalem. This, however, 
would require cic ‘IepovoaAnp rather than év ‘Iepovcadj; not to 
mention that whenever ¢odoc is so used, the sense is always de- 
termined by the addition of some such word as army, king, or 
the like. But independently of the construction, there can be 
little doubt that 2odo¢ is here used to signify death, as in a va-’ 
riety of passages, both in the sacred and profane writers. Com- 
pare Wisd. iii. 2. vii. 6. Eeclus. xxxviii. 23. LXX. 2 Pet. i. 15. 
In Joseph. Ant. IV. 8. 2. rov Civ is added. Inthe same manner 
excessus and exitus are used in Latin. Cie. de Legg. I. 1. Certe 
non longe a tuis edibus inambulans post excessum suum Romu- 
lus, §c. Again, de Fin. III. 18. Jn his excessum e vita, et in 
vita mansionem. See also Juv. Sat. X. 127. Plin. Epist. VI. 16. 
Corn. Nep. IX. 4.3. The word is also used of the departure of 
the Israelites out of Egypt both in Heb. xi. 22. and in the title 
to the second book of the Pentateuch; and in reference to this 
event it is evidently used in this place, the deliverance from 
Egyptian bondage being typical of the spiritual deliverance from 
the bondage of sin effected by the death of Christ. Hence it will 
also include the triumph of our Lord’s ascension, to which there 
seems to be an allusion inv. 51. Some few MSS. read ddéav 
instead of odor, and others include both. Grotrus, WETSTEIN, 
Wuitsy, Kypxe, Kurnorzi, Licutroor.—[Hammonp, Le 
Cuierc.] The verb Aéyev signifies to converse about a thing in 
Mark x. 32. John vi. 7. viii. 27. 54, ix. 19. 1 Cor. i. 12. 2 Tim. 
ii. 7. So Herod. VIT. 144. cov wéAguov Tov moog Aiylyytacg 
Aéywv. In Latin also, Ovid. Met. I. 1. In nova fert animus 
mutatas dicere formas. Compare Cic. de Fin. V. 3. Ailian. 
Y, H. HI. 36. Some, less properly, render it ¢o foretell. 
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Pearce, Parxnurst.—[Scueusner.] Of the phrase B<Baon- 
Mévor UTvy, in the next verse, see on Matt. xxvi. 42. Inv. 34. 
some understand the pronouns avrove and éxsivove of the same 
persons; but the former is mote properly referred to the Apos- 
tles and the latter to Moses and Elias. Campprti.—[Le Cierc. ] 
Of the expression civat rod¢ twa, v. 41. see on Matt. xiii. 56. 


Ver. 45. wa. To the end that. Sometimes tvaimplies merely 
so that, but it seems here to express something intentional, a 
passive participle being employed rather than an adjective. There 
is evidently a difference between saying that an expression is 
dark and that it is darkened or made dark ; nor is there any im- 
propriety in supposing that predictions were intentionally ex- 
pressed so as to be imperfectly understood at the time. The 
Apostles had not yet thrown off the prejudices which they long 
entertained in common with their countrymen, that their Messiah 
should live for ever, and which gave rise to the distinction in after 
ages between Messiah ben Joseph, who was to die, and Messiah 
ben David, who was to be for ever triumphant. The sense of 
iva in this place is confirmed by John v. 20. vi. 7. Rom. iii. 19. 
1 Cor. xiv. 13. 2 Cor. vii. 9. CAMPBELL, WHITBY, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 46. 7, ric x. r. A. The neuter article 76 occurs in re- 
ference not to a noun but to a sentence in Lwke i. 62. xxii. 2. 4. 
23, 24. 27. Compare also Matt. xix. 18. and Mark ix. 23. In 
v. 48. by a very common Hebraism the positive wéyac is put for 
the superlative, as in Matt. xxii. 36. and elsewhere. CAMPBELL. 


Ver. 51. rac tyuéoac rig avadthewc. The noun avadAnfie 
does not occur in any other place of the N. T., nor is it found in 
the LXX, but the verb advadap Pave is frequently used in both. 
It is applied to our Saviour’s ascension into heaven in Mark xvi. 
19. Acts i. 2. 11. 22. 1 Tim. iii. 16. to the translation of Eli- 
jah in 2 Kings ii. 11. LXX; and hence the title -Avadnie 
Mwoéwe to aJewish treatise respecting the body of Moses. The 
verb, however, is used in other significations; and therefore 
some commentators, interpreting ovyrAnpoveBa: in its strict 
sense, would render avéAmic a retiring, i. e. from Jerusalem 
and the parts adjacent, which Jesus rarely frequented in the 
early part of his ministry, because the Jews sought to kill him, 
John vii. 1. Others understand a lifting up, i. e. on the cross, 
but this would rather have been tYworc, as in John xii. 22. 
Others, again, suppose that a second seizure is intended, in re- 
ference to the attempt which had formerly been made upon the 
person of Christ, Luke iv. 29., but in this case the proper word 
would have been cvAAauBdvev. Compare Luke xxii. 54. Acts 
i. 16.. There can be little doubt that our Lord’s ascension is 
meant, nor is there any real objection to this in the verb oup- 
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wAnooveba, which may fairly be interpreted with some latitude. 
In popular language ‘a time is frequently said to be come which 
is very near. With respect to the objection that the Evangelist 
would scarcely speak of the ascension of Christ as being at 
hand some time before his resurrection, and even his trial and 
death ; the circumstances closely connected with an event may 
well be understood as comprehended in it, and this is strongly 
indicated here by the indefinite turn of the expression ta¢ npuégac¢ 
vig avadmbéwc. Grotius, KurnozL, Wuirsy, Doppriper.— 
[Pzarce, Hammonp, Micuaeis, Parkuurst.] Some think 
that another journey into Galilee intervened between this time 
and the crucifixion. But the sense which avaAniue almost un- 
questionably bears, and the strong expression employed by the 
Evangelist, plainly indicate that this was the last time that Christ 
went to Jerusalem before his €o0do¢ alluded to during the trans- 
figuration. The phrase ornoiew 76 tedcwmov is a Hebraism, 
denoting a fixed and settled resolution, as in 2 Kings ii. 9, 10. 
xii. 18. Jerem, iii. 12. xxi. 10. Hzek. iv. 3. vi. 2. xiii. 17. xiv. 8. 
xvii. 7. xxi. 10. Dan. xi. 16, 17. and frequently in the Rabbi- 
nical writings. In v. 42. the expression is less powerful, and 
merely denotes that his face was turned in the direction of Jeru- 
salem, thereby indicating that he was going to that city. Com- 
pare 2 Chron. xxxii. 2. Jerem. xlii. 15. Wuirsy, WersTrIn. 
Of the enmity between the Jews and Samaritans, see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 376. On many occasions, however, as may 
be collected from the parable of the good Samaritan, and from 
our Lord’s interview with the woman of Samaria, this nation did 
not always abstain from acts of kindness towards the Jews. It 
should seem, therefore, that the tacit preference which our Lord 
gave to the worship of the Jewish temple, by going up to Jeru- 
salem at the celebration of the Passover, induced them to reject 
him in this instance. There is an account in Joseph. Ant. XX. © 
25, of the murder of certain Galilzeans by the inhabitants of Gi- 
nza, a Samaritan village, as they were passing to Jerusalem at 
one of the feasts. Wuirsy, Patey. With éromdoa, in the 
next verse, Bos supplies Eeviav. Compare Acts x. 10, Philem, 22. 


Ver, 54. we cat HAlae troince. See 2 Kingsi. 10. It is ob- 
servable that there is no analogy between the case cited by the 
Apostles and their own. The servants of Ahab meditated an in- 
sult against Elijah, as the prophet of the Most High ; whereas the 
Samaritans, deluded by their prejudices, and not fully acquainted 
perhaps with the nature of our Lord’s pretensions, were objects 
of pity rather than punishment. Besides, the religion of Jesus 
was of a milder nature than that of Moses, and was only to be 
promoted by meek and merciful means. Religious persecutions 
can find no warrant in the Gospel, and our Lord’s reply in the 
next verse is decisive against them. We may observe, by the 

10 
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way, that some of the later commentators read this reply inter- 
rogatively, but the common translation is at least equally expres- 
sive. Wuirsy, Grotius. —[ScHLeusNerR, Kurnoeu.] The 
noun zve, signifying lightning, occurs again in Luke xvii. 29. 
fev. xiii. 13. xx. 9. So also in Soph. Ant. 131. Eurip. Phoen. 
1191. and zgnis, in the same sense, in Hor. Od. I. 34. 5. and 
elsewhere. Of avadicxev, denoting to destroy, we have ex- 
amples in Gal. v.15. 2 Thess. ii. 8. and so Xen. Cyrop. I. 4, 5. 
Ta Onoia avnArAwKe Sudkwv. It is applied to the action of fire, as 
in this place, in Gen. xli. 30. Numb. ix. 33. Jerem. 1. 7. Ezek. 
vy. 12. LXX. WerstTe1n, Parkuurst. 


Ver. 61. anora&acOa roic¢ tic rov oixdy pov. This disciple 
seems to have had in view the case of Elisha, who made a si- 
milar request to the prophet Elijah, 1 Kings xix. 19. though it 
is probable that our Lord discerned a less firm resolution in the 
one than in the other. The incident is related only by St. Luke. 
With respect to the verb avord&acOa a difference of opinion 
prevails among the commentators. Some would refer the verb to 
the disciple’s possessions, understanding krfpact with the dative 
following, and rendering to set in order my affairs. But the 
dative of the person seems infinitely preferable, with which the 
verb signifies to take leave, to bid adieu, in Plutarch, Josephus, 
Philo, and other writers. Of Elisha having parted with his pa- 
rents, it is said in Joseph. Ant. VIII. 13. 7. awora&dpevoe av- 
toic eimero. Compare also Acts xvili. 18. 21. 2 Cor. ii. 13. 
With a dative of the thing it signifies to renounce, as in Luke 
xiv. 33. Grortius, WetsTEIN, Kypxe, PAarKHURST.—[HEIN- 
stus, Doppripez, A. CLARKE. | 


Ver. 62. ovdete tmiPadov x. tr. X. The first member of this 
sentence is a proverbial expression, descriptive of those who, en- 
gaged in any important concerns, allow their attention to be ab- 
stracted by things foreign ; and the application to religious duties is 
blended with the arddoore, without forming a distinct member of 
the comparison. ‘The similitude is derived from the ploughman, 
who keeps his eyes stedfastly before him that the furrow may be 
perfectly straight. Hence Hesiod. Op. D. II. 60. ifcinv aidan’ 
zdabvor, Mnkére rarralvwv pel GufhAcKac, GAN et Zoyy Ovpov 
zywv. To this custom is to be referred the derivation of the 
Latin verb delirare ; the old word lira signifying a furrow. With 
the sentiment we may compare Phil. i. 14. and to the same 
effect Seneca: $2 enim ambitio non respicit, majora semper con- 
sequendi studio flagrans ; quanto id equius est eos facere, quibus 
immortalis gloria proposita est. The Pythagoreans had a si- 
milar maxim, cited by Simplicius, an Epictet. 332. si¢ td icoor 
érepxSpevoc un emiorpépov. Grotius, WuiTBy, WETSTEIN. 
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CHAPTER X. 


Conrents:— The mission of the seventy disciples, vv. 1—16. 
Their return, vv. 17—24, A lawyer directed in the way to 
obtain everlasting life, vv. 25—29. The parable of the good 
Samaritan, vv. 830—37. Martha and Mary, wv. 388—42. 


Verse 1. kat irégove EBdouhxovra. E. T. Other seventy also ; 
which seems to imply that seventy had been sent before. The 
words should rather be rendered seventy others also, the con- 
junction «at referring to the previous mission of the twelve, in 
Luke ix. 1. Some MSS. read éBdouijxovra dbo, of which see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p..195. But, without advocating a 
change in the Text, some commentators maintain that seventy is. 
placed in a round number for seventy-two, that being also the 
number of the Jewish Sanhedrim, as well as of the elders, whom 
Moses associated with himself in the government of the people, 
and in reference to whom Christ acted upon this occasion. But 
seventy is the number of elders chosen by Moses, (Eaod. xviii. 
21. xxiv. 9. Numb. xi. 16. 24.) and there is no proof that seventy- 
two was the number of the Sanhedrim. It appears, indeed, from 
Joseph. Ant. XII. 2. that of the translators of the Septuagint, ° 
six were chosen from each tribe; though in the same passage he 
speaks of them as seventy persons. Still this can only be applied 
by analogy to the Sanhedrim; and the writers on Jewish anti- 
quities are almost unanimous in making them seventy, the pre- 
sident making seventy-one. See Selden de Synod. V. 4. 8. 
Wuitsy.—[Licutrroot, Grotius.] Of the verb avadsiEa see 
on Luke i. 80. of the phrase ava dt0 on Luke ix. 14. and with 
the following verses compare Matt. ix.37. x. 1. 8. sqq. xi. 21. 
sqq- See also on Matt. xxiii. 15. and my note on Hom. II. X. 
263, 


Ver. 18. @eépovv tov Zaravav x. 7. r. Some understand 
these words as referring to Satan’s fall from heaven on his first 
transgression, (2 Pet. ii. 4.) which was typical of the destruction of 
his power over mankind by the progress of the Gospel. But in the 
same manner as being exalted to heaven sometimes figuratively 
implies the extension of sovereignty and dominion, so may falling 

JSrom heaven be understood, without any particular reference, of 
the diminution or loss of power. Compare Matt. xi. 23. Hence, 
by an enallage of tense, our Lord may be understood as saying, 
L shall see the destruction of Satan’s kingdom in the world, by 
the success of your ministry. We have a similar expression re- 
lative to the King of Babylon in Isaiah xiv. 12. See also John 
xl. 31, 2 Cor, iv. 4. Ephes. vi. 12. Col. i. 13. Rev. xii. 7. sqq. 
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Cicero, in Epist. Att. II. represents the overthrow of Pompey by 
the phrase ex astris decidisse ; and in Orat. Philip. II. 42: ex- 
presses degradation by de clo detrahere. Wuitsy, Grorius.— 
[Dovprinez.] Of v. 19. see on Mark xvi. 17. Some suppose 
that by serpents and scorpions our Lord means men of like dis- 
positions with these animals, as he calls the Scribes and Pha- 
risees a generation of vipers in Matt. iii. 7. and that he declares 
the inability of their enemies to hurt them beyond what Provi- 
dence shall think fit. A. Crarxe. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 499. note. ' 


Fer, 20. dvduara ipev tyodpn. So Heb. xii. 23. Many are 
of opinion that this is an allusion to the enrolment of citizens’ 
names in a register, whereby their right to the privileges of citi- 
zenship is ratified and acknowledged. There are references to 
the same custom in a variety of passages in Scripture, in which 
a book is attributed to God, wherein he writes the names of 
those who are heirs of everlasting life, and blots out those who 
are unworthy of being registered as citizens. of heaven. See 
Exod. xxxii. 32. Deut. ix. 14. xxv. 19. xxix. 20. 2 Kings xix. 
27. Psalm \xix. 28. cix. 13. exxxix. 16. Isaiah iv. 3. Ezek. xiii. 9. 
Dan. xii. 4, Phil. iv.3. Rev. iii.5. xiii. 8. xvii. 8. xx. 12. 15. xxi. 27. 
xxii. 19. Among the Heathens also a book is assigned to Ju- 
piter, in Eurip. ap. Stob. Grot. p. 121. to Philo in Asch. Eum. 
273., to the Fates in Lucian. Catapl. §. 5., and to Nemesis in 
Callim. H. Cer. 57. Others, however, suppose less properly, 
that, as to be written in the dust, (Jer. xvii. 13.) implies to 
perish; so to be written in the book of life is a Jewish phrase 
denoting worldly prosperity. See the Targums on Isaiah iv. 3. 
Jerem. xiii. 9. cited above. Hammonp, Kurnory.—[Grortivs.] 
‘We are by no means to infer that being thus written implies an 
absolute and irreversible decree of eternal salvation. St. Paul 
himself, on more than one occasion, speaks hesitatingly upon the 
subject of his own perseverance unto the end ; and as one among 
the twelve failed of making his election sure, it cannot be ima- 
gined that our Lord intended to assure the seventy of an uncon- 
ditional inheritance in heaven. In Fev. xxii. 19. also Christ 
threatens some to blot out their names, although once written in 
the book of life; and to a like effect the declaration of Moses is 
explained by the Targum on Exod. xxxil. 32. Wuitsy, Gro- 
tius. Of the following verses see on Matt. xi. 25. sqq. xiii. 16. 


Ver. 25. wat idod, vouicde x. 7. A. An incident very similar 
to this is related in Matt. xxii. 36. See the notes én loco; and 
of the parable by which the import of the second great com- 
mandment is illustrated, v. 30. see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. pp. 
404,.482. It was our Lord’s object in this parable to convince 
the lawyer that his duty to his neighbour embraced a much wider 
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signification of the term than the Jews were inclined to affix to 
it, and to teach mankind in general the nature and extent of 
Christian benevolence. Under the idea of neighbour the Pha- 
risees and Scribes included none but those of their own commu- 
nity. Many precepts are found in their writings which inculcate 
a spirit of benevolence among themselves ; but they cherished, as 
Tacitus truly observes, adversus omnes alios hostile odium: Hist. 
V.5. So also Juv. Sat. XIV. 103. non monstrare viam, eadem 
nisi sacra colenti. With respect to the Gentiles, and the Sama- 
ritans were held in the same estimation, Maimonides has the fol- 
lowing in Rutzah, §. 4. We must not contrive their death; but 
if they be in danger of death we are not bound to deliver them. 
For it is said, Thou shalt not rise up against the blood of thy 
neighbour: but such a one is not thy neighbour. It often hap- 
pens that persons who have the best opportunities to understand 
true religion are very deficient in making use of them, and flatter 
themselves that a zeal for externals will make up for a want of 
vital holiness. This was notoriously the case with the Jews, and 
therefore our Lord sends them to learn their duty from a schis- 
matic and heterodox Samaritan, who practised it much better than 
they. It is admirably well judged to represent the distress on 
the side of the Jew, and the mercy on that of the Samaritan. 
Had the points been put the other way the inference would have 
operated less forcibly on the mind of the lawyer ; for though he 
might have replied that the Jewish law required no act of charity 
to a Samaritan, he could not deny that the same feeling of bene- 
volence which actuated the Samaritan toward the Jew ought 
equally to operate with the Jew toward the Samaritan. We may 
observe, also, that the conduct of the priest and Levite is yet 
more inexcusable from the circumstance that if a man saw his 
_ enemy’s ox or ass going astray or sinking under a burden, the 

Mosaic law (Hxod. xxiii. 4, 5.) commanded him to help them. 
Grotius, Jortin, Dopprinee. The lawyer's reply in the next - 
verse refers to Deut. vi. 5. Levit. xix. 18. which were repeated 
together every day in the synagogue, as containing a summary 
of the whole law. The former part, containing the duty of God, 
was also written upon their phylacteries. Some suppose that 
mac and 7t are equivalent, but the first part of the question seems 
to be general, the latter more particularly directed to the lawyer 
himself. Hz1nstus.—[KvINoEt. | 


Ver. 30. éirodaBov cizev. So Herod. VII. 213. srortaBdv 
%on. Compare Thucyd. V. 49. Xen. Cyr. II. 2.2. Anab. III. 1. 
31. Ablian. V. H. If. 1. XIV. 8. Jod ii. 4. iv. 1. Dan. iti. 9. 
LXX. There is an ellipsis of Adéyov, which is supplied in 
Herod. III. 146. Mardvdpio¢ & brédaBe rov Adyou x. 7. A. In 
this manner the Latin suscépere is used in Virg. En. VI. 723. 
Suscipit Anchises. So also excipere in Virg. Ain. IX. 258., 
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which answers to Plato’s use of é«déyeo0a: in the Euthydemus. 
Some incorrectly supply aivév. In the opening of the parable 
some interpreters connect dvOowmoc amd ‘Iepoveadnm, as in Matt. 
xv. 1. xxvil. 57. John xi, 1. Acts xvii. 13. Heb. xiii. 24. observing 
that the whole energy of the story depends on the opposition be- 
tween the Jew and the Samaritan. To account for the trans- 
position of the verb xaréGBacvev, a similar instance is cited from 
Luke xi. 27. imgoaca tig yuri) wry ek tov byAov. But in 
neither case is the transposition necessary, and the opposition 
seems to be equally marked either way. Brza, WersTEIN, . 
Kypxe.—[CAMPBELL, WAKEFIELD. | 

Ibid. Nynoraic wepiéwecev. So Diog. Laert. IV. 50. The 
verb wepirimrey signifies to fall in with, and is applied either to 
persons or things, chiefly of an evil character. Compare 2 Macc. 
ix. 21. x. 4. LXX. James i. 2. Thucyd. II. 54. Polyb. I. 76. 8. 
Artemid. III. 5, In v. 36. the expression is varied into iumtz- 
rev ei¢ Tove Ayorac, for which we have classical authority in 
Arrian. Epict. III. 13. So Hor. Sat. I. 2. 42. fugiens hie decidit 
acrem Predonum in turbam. The phrase rAnyac émBeivar is 
found in 2 Mace. iii. 26. LXX. Acts xvi. 23. but rarely, if ever, 
in classical Greek. It seems to be a Latinism. Thus Val. Max. 
IX. 10. Permisit ut denas plagas singulis imponeret. Instead 
of xueAarije the more usual classical form is *ucOvj¢, as in Aris- 
toph. Nub. 504. Thucyd. II. 52. Lycoph. Cass. 511. The pre- 
sent form, however, is found in Diod. Sic. XII. 62. Herodian. 
IV. 9. 15. We have nuiOvnrog in Wisd. xviii. 18. LXX. The 
corresponding Latin word seminex occurs in Virg. Ain. V. 275. 
WeTSTEIN, SCHLEUSNER. Inthe next verse kara ovyxvpiav de- 
notes by a coincidence, scil. of time and place ; i. e. by chance. 
Hesych. xara ovvrvxinv. The noun is very rarely met with, 
but it denotes an accident or coincidence in Herod. IX. 89. 
Polyb. V. 18.6. In 1 Sam, xx. 26. the Hebrew 7p!, which 
the LXX. translate obumtwya, is rendered cvyxtenua by Sym- 
machus. Hippocrates uses cvyxvefa to denote an occasion of 
doing a thing. Hammonp, Parkuurst, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 34. waréSnoe ra Toabpara, Xen. Cyr. V.2. 32. rpabdmara 
tidedeuévove. Of the use of a mixture of oil and wine as a lini- 
ment see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 510. Cels. Med. V. 36. 
In vulnerum curatione lane.succide vicem unplent, nunc ex vino 
et oleo, nunc ex posca. Compare Theophr. H. V. IX. 12. Plin. 
N. H. XXXI. 47. The mixture was called oimelaum. We 
may readily account for the Samaritan’s having these ingredients 
at hand, as the frequent unction of the limbs with oil is pecu- 
liarly refreshing in the hot countries of the East, and travellers 
were accustomed to provide themselves with wine and provisions 
for their journey, which were not furnished at the inns. Of the 
word ravdoxeiov see on Mark xiv. 14. The compound verb 
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mpoccamravay in the next verse is of very rare occurrence. It 
occurs, however, in Lucian. Ep. Saturn. §. 39. Themist. Or. 23. 
The two denarii which the good Samaritan proffered to defray 
any additional expences for food or attendance were equivalent 
to the price of two days’ labour, (Matt. xx. 9.) and would doubt- 
less go further than a much larger sum among ourselves. WET- 
STEIN, SCHOETTGEN, GILPIN. 


Ver. 38. xounv twa. Bethany.~ See John xi. 1. The verb 
brodéxeoOa signifies not only to receive, but to receive with hos- 
pitality, or under one’s roof. Hom. Od. II. 70. trodéEopar otky. 
Compare Job. vii. 8. 1 Macc. xvi. 15. LXX. Luke xix. 6. Acts 
xvii. 7. James ii. 25. Hom. U. II. 476. Xen. Mem. II. 3. 13. 
Lucian. D. D. Tom. I. p.. 178. Ailian. V. H. IV. 9. XVI. 26. 
In Luke viii. 40. avodéxec8a: is used in nearly the same sense. 
Some of the commentators are of opinion that Martha was a 
widow, and that Lazarus and Mary were living in her house; 
but as she was the individual whose conduct gave rise to the ad- 
mirable lesson inculcated by our Lord, the house may have been 
called her’s, though she only had it in joint possession with her 
brother and sister. We may observe that Martha was a common 
name among the Orientals.. It is mentioned as a Syriac appella- 
tion in Plut. Mar. p. 414. E. Stéoav yuvaica, Maobav dvdpart, 
pavredecOar Aeyouévnv. In the next verse the particle cai isnot 
redundant, but has a reference to the disciples as well as to Mary. 
Sitting at the feet of their instructors was an usual posture not 
only with the Jews but other early nations also. See Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. III. p. 483. and compare Arist. Vesp. 618. Isidor. 
Orig. XX. 11. Suet. Claud. 32. Aug. 64. Val. Max. II. 1. 
Werstein, Kurnort, Parkuurst.—[Grottvs. ] 


Ver. 40. wepuecmaro. This verb denotes to tear asunder, to 
draw different ways ; and thence, metaphorically applied to the 
mind, ¢o distract, to confuse; as nearly equivalent to peomvar 
and rupPaZev in the next verse. Ecclus. xii. 2. LXX. TEOLO- 
Twpévy weot TavTwyv. Diod. Sic. I. 74. wept wodAd TeoroTac- 
pévovc. Compare also Ecclus. i. 13. ii. 23. 26. iii. 10. LXX. 
Polyb. IV. 10. 3. We have exactly to the point Hor. Sat. II. 
8. 67. Tene, ut exctpiar laute, torquerier omni Sollicitudine dis- 
trictum. Of wepmvgy see on Matt. vi. 25. The verb rupBaZew 
(from rup37, Xen. Cyr. I. 2. '3., whence the Latin turba,) sig- 
nifies properly to raise the mud, as in Arist. Vesp. 257. Pac. 
1007. See the Scholiast on Equit. 311.. Hence the passive 
tup[3aleoOa, to be disturbed in mind, to be bewildered. Of the 
verb ovvavriAaufdvecBa see on Luke i. 54. The repetition of 
the name Martha is expressive of affection, attended in this in- 
stance with gentle reproof. Compare Matt. vii. 41. Mark xiv. 
36. 45. Rom. viii. 15. Gal. iv. 6. It seems to convey the idea 
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of the restless situation of a person in a crowd, or of water in a 
state of agitation. Some MSS. read OopuBagy. Wersrern, Ro- 
SENMULLER, VALCKENER, Parkuurst, Doppripce, Grorius. 

Ver. 42. evéc. Euthymius: rij¢ axgodcewe tov tuov ASywv. 
Many, however, after Theophylact and Basil, supply Bodparoc, 
and with woAAd, in the preceding verse, Boduata. The same 
commentators understand pepida in reference to the custom of 
sending the choicest portion of the feast to the most honourable 
among the guests. See my note on Hom. IJ. H. 321. But al- 
though the zeal of Mary in preparing an entertainment for her 
Master was undoubtedly the basis of our Lord’s remark, the 
common interpretation seems infinitely preferable. By supply- 
ing the general term wpdayuara we have one of the gravest and 
most important apophthegms that ever were uttered ; and of pote, 
in the sense of bustness or occupation, we have examples in Xen. 
Cyr. III. 3. 5. Anab. VII. 6. 25. and elsewhere. So also pars 
in Latin. The opinion of Basil seems to have originated in the 
reading of some MSS. adopted by the Coptic and Aithiopic ver- 
sions :—oAlywy dé zort yoria 7 Evdc. DoDDRIDGE, ELsner, Kypxe, 
Kurnort.—|[ RosenMULLER, WETSTEIN, A. CLARKE.| From the 
praise here bestowed upon Mary, the Papists have inferred that 
a contemplative is more acceptable in the sight of God than an 
active life. It is not two courses of life, however, but two par- 
ticular actions that are here compared; and attention to the word 
of God, with a view to profit by it, is recommended as a more 
beneficial exercise than any occupation connected with temporal 
concerns. Our Lord did not mean to signify any displeasure at 
Martha’s hospitality, but to testify his greater satisfaction in the 
earnestness with which Mary listened to his instructions. Mack- 
NIGHT, GROTIUS. 





CHAPTER XI. 


Contrents:—TZhe Lord’s prayer, vv. 1—4. Earnestness in 
prayer recommended, vy. 5—13. A demoniac cured, and the 
conduct of the Scribes and Pharisees thereupon, vv. 14—86. 
[Matt. xii. 22. Mark ii. 19.] Denunciation of woes against 

_ the Pharisees and lawyers, vy. 3(7—54,* 


Verse 1. didatov hpac mooceb yeaa. It is probable that this 
disciple was anxious to obtain from our Lord a longer, and, as he 
hoped, more comprehensive form of prayer than that which had 
already been given; unless, perhaps, not being present at its 
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delivery, he was unacquainted with its existence. In either case 
it was sufficient to repeat it, as the most perfect and sufficient 
epitome of human wants, both spiritual and temporal. Off its se- 
- veral petitions see on Matt. vi. 9. sqq. As given by St. Luke, 
however, not. only is the doxology omitted, but in some MSS. 
and versions the words uy 6 év rote ovpavote, together with 
the third and the latter part of the s¢xth petition, are wanting. 
Several of the Fathets contain no notice of these clauses, and 
Origen distinctly states that they were not recorded by St. Luke. 
This would lead us to think that he had not found them in any 
copy of the Gospel which came under his notice ; and hence the 
best critics have considered them as the interpolation of some 
later transcriber, who thought it necessary to supply what he 
thought deficient in one Gospel out of another. At the same 
time by far the greater number of MSS. possess them; and they 
are noticed by Cyprian, Cyril, Chrysostom, Euthymius, Theo- 
phylact, and others of the Fathers, and it is difficult to suppose 
that all the copyists would regularly insert them from St. Mat- 
thew. Lieurroot, Wuitsy.—[Mriu, Grortius, GRriesBacu. } 


Ver. 4. dpeitdovrt. One who sins or offends against God or 
man, is in the Syriac called 2M, a debtor; and a sin, in like 
manner, is NIT, a debt. See Dan.i. 10. and compare the 
Targums on Exod. xxxii. 30. Lev. iv. 3. Psalm xxv. 18. Ezek. 
xvill. 7. Hence édefAey and its derivatives are frequently used 
in this sense in the N. T., as in this place and Matt. vi. 12. 22. 
Luke xiii. 4. Hence agiéva, to release, is here of the same im- 
port as to forgive or absolve. HamMMonD, WHITBY. 


Ver. 6. 2 6800. Some connect this expression with wapéyévero, 
and translate zs come out of his road, comparing Apul. IX. p. 
200. Nocte quadam paterfamilias, de pago proximo tenebris 
illune caliginis impeditus, et imbre nimio madescens, atque ob 
zd ab itinere directo cohibitus, ad hortum nostrum divertit. The 
instances, however, are not necessarily similar; and it is prefer- 
able to join @idoc 2& 6000, a friend on a journey, for which the 
authorities are more pertinent and express. Lysias, p. 34. ed. 
Taylor. xaradaBdvrec rd pepaxvov tk tHe 6d0v. Ibid. p. 36. 
Bila ex rig 6800 cuvapTaZovrec. W AKEFIELD.—[V ALCKENAR. | 


Ver. 7. % Oioa xéxAsiorar. It was now midnight, (v. 5.) or that 
part of the evening which by the Greeks was named xAavotOupov. 
Compare Josh. ii. 5. LXX. See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 450. We are not necessarily to infer that the children were 
in the same bed with their parent, as the E. T. seems to imply. 
According to the custom among the lower classes of the East 
the whole family were asleep in the same room, upon separate 
mattresses laid upon the ground. That per’ 2u0d will bear this 
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signification is clear from v. 31. infra, Matt. ii. 3. Acts xxi. 5. 
1 Cor, xvi. 1. Indeed ov} may be put as a part for the whole, 
and signify the bed-chamber. Some would render wadta ser- 
vants, of which sense of the word see on Matt. viii. 5. But it 
here plainly signifies children, as in Heb. ii. 13, 14. and else- 
where. Hammonp, Grorius, Campsett.—[Macxnicut, Le 
Crerc.] Of the phrase kérouc wapéxerv see on Matt. xxvi. 10. 
The interchange of the prepositions zi¢ and év has been repeat- 
edly noticed. 


Ver. 8. avawsiav. Importunity. The Homeric use of ava 
oye is very similar. See my notes on Il. A. 521. N. 139. So 
Petronius: Nihil est quod non improbitas extorqueat. ScHLEus- 
NER, Grotius. The design of this parable, and of the very si- 
milar one in Luke xviii. 1. is to enforce the necessity of frequent 
and earnest prayer; and the direct inference to be drawn from 
them is, that as importunate entreaties will frequently prevail 
with men, and even with those who are actuated by no religious 
principles, to alleviate the wants of their fellow-creatures, so in a 
greater degree will the Almighty attend to the persevering peti- 
tions of those who diligently seek him. It is true, indeed, that 
the reasons for the prevalence of importunity with men, have no 
place when applied to God. Men may not attend to first appli- 
cations from doubt as to the necessity of them, from inability to 
render assistance, from pride, and a variety of other causes ;, but 
God knows our necessities before we ask, is infinitely able to 
grant all that we can desire, can receive no accession of glory 
from our dependance, and is incapable of being softened by the 
repetition, or wearied by the importunity, of our addresses. But 
although perseverance in prayer can have no efficacy in inclining 
God to be more merciful, it may yet be effectnal in making us 
fitter objects of mercy; not to mention that the nature of our 
prayers, and the proper season for granting them, are better 
known to him that they can possibly be tous. Where an imme- 
diate compliance with our requests is most conducive to our final 
happiness, he is as ready to give as we to ask; where to refuse 
our petitions will contribute more to this end, whilst he appears 
to deny a blessing he grants one in the refusal; and where sus- 
pending his blessings for a time will be for our advantage, they 
are put off to a more convenient season. RosENMULLER, Kur- 
NoEL. Of the following verses see on Matt. vii. 7. sqq. The 
similitude in v. 12. is well preserved, the body of the scorpion 
being very like an egg, and the head being scarcely discernable, 
especially in those of the white kind mentioned by Adlian and 
others. Bochart has produced testimonies to prove that the 
scorpions of Judea were about the size of anegg. See also Plin. 
N. H. xi. 25. Mackniaur. 
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Ver. 13. 5 2 odpavod. This is not to be construed with do- 
él, as some suppose, but is clearly equivalent to ovpaviog, as In 
Matt. vii. 11. Compare 1 Cor. xv. 47—49. 2 Cor. v. 42. By 
avevpa dyov is here meant the ordinary acds of the Holy Spirit, 
as parallel with the good gifts in Matt. vii. 9. Accordingly the 
Greek Scholiasts have yéow mvevuaruchv. WuiTBy, GRorIvs, 


MippLETON.—[CAMPBELL. | 


Ver. 17. cat oixoce emt oikoy wimre. The Vulgate translates 
Et domus supra domum cadit, which probably gave rise to the 
opinion that ofkoc was a subdivision of Pact\«ia in the pre- 
ceding clause, and that the sense of the passage should be thus 
rendered: By intestine broils any kingdom may be desolate, one 
family falling after another. But surely the original would 
hardly admit of such a translation, did not the parallel place in 
St. Matthew sufficiently prove that the generally received version 
is correct. The phrase oixo¢g émi oikov for é¢’ éavtov is a He- 
braism of frequent occurrence. Grotius, Kurnorn.—[Camp- 
BELL. | 


Ver. 27. paxapta % cola x. 7. X. This was an exclamation 
extremely natural, more particularly so if the woman was a mo- 
ther; and a variety of passages illustrating the sentiment are 
found in the Rabbinical and profane writers. From the latter 
we may select Muszus de Her. et Leand. 138. "OAPBi¢ b¢ oe 
pbrevae, kat dABL0¢ 7) Téke whtno, Tactip Vo éAOXEVGE faKap- 
rary. Callim. H. Cer. 95. KXaie piv a parno, Bago 8 EoTEVvOY at 
ov adeAgal, Xw pacrdc Tov Erie. Ovid. Met. [V. 320. Qua te 
genuere beati, Et frater felix, et fortunata profecto, Siqua tibi 
soror est, et que dedit ubera nutrix. Claud. Pan. Prob. 203. : 
O duplicit fecundam Consule.matrem, Felicemque uterum, qui 
nomina parturit annis. Petron. Arb. 94. O felicem, enquiunt, 
matrem tuam, que te talem peperit. The verb OnAaZew has an 
active signification in Luke xxui. 29. As authorities for either 
acceptation we may compare Gen. xxi. 7. Job iii. 12. Psalm viii. 
3. Lam. ii. 20. LXX. Matt. xxi. 16. xxiv. 19. Mark xiii. 17. 
fElian. V. H. XIII. 1. Hist. An. X. 8. Plut. Rom. p. 20. D. 
Esner, WETSTEIN, PALAIRET, RAPHELIUS, SCHOETTGEN. By 
the emphatic declaration in the next verse our Lord by no means 
intended to detract from the blessedness ascribed to the Virgin in 
Luke i. 28. 48. but merely to intimate that the essential blessed- 
ness of eternal happiness was not restricted to her alone in con- 
sequence of her relationship to him, but was equally extended to 


all who fulfilled the condition of the Gospel covenant. Wurtsy, 
GRoTIUS. ; : 


Ver. 33. xoumrfv. Scil. xéoav. Hence the Latin erypta, and 
the English crypt. Of the parable see on Matt. v. 14. Our 
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Lord intimates that the exercise of his miraculous powers among 
those, who were blinded by their prejudices against the evidence 
which they afforded of his Messiahship, would be the same in 
effect as to place a lighted candle under a bushel. Hence he 
takes occasion in the three following verses, of which see on 
Matt. vi. 22., to exhort them to remove the darkness which ob- 
scured their mental vision, in order that the whole understanding 
might be illuminated by the light of the Gospel. -The com- 
mentators complain of indistinctness and tautology in v. 36., 
which some would remove by inserting the article before the 
second éAov, and understanding it of the whole man, both body 
and soul. Others would reject the verse altogether, upon the 
authority of some few MSS. in which it is omitted with v. 35. 
But there is no tautology in the case, the latter clause being 
more fully explained by a reference to the bright shining of the 
candle, supra v. 33. Neither would 7d éAov imply both body 
and soul, nothing more than the body having been previously 
mentioned, though the soul be the object which our Lord had, 
by a tacit inference, more especially in view. Inv. 35. the ana- 
logy between external and internal light had been established ; 
in the present the complete illumination described in the con- 
cluding clause, though intended of the mind, is affirmed only of 
the body ; the application, after what had been said, being sup- 
posed to be obvious. A Crarxe, Mipp.eton, Kurnori.—[Mr- 
CHAELIS, MarxLanv.| The noun aorpam7 generally signifies 
lightning, as in Matt. xxiv. 27., but the corresponding Hebrew 
word is used to denote abright flame in Deut. xxxii. 41. Nahum. 
iii. 3. SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 38. tBamricOn. See on Matt. xv. 2. Mark vii. 2. sqq. 
In the next verse, for juwyv some of the commentators suggest 
viv, as the most elegant and appropriate reading ; but the con- 
jecture is wholly unsupported, and the intermixture of the com- 
parison with its application is not unusual in our Lord’s parables. 
See the last note. In this instance, more especially, the two parts 
are almost necessarily blended, inasmuch as the outside of the 
cup, in point of fact, could scarcely be cleansed without cleansing 
the inside also; so that the application ad hominem runs thus :— 
‘* You, while you are so scrupulous in regard to external wash- 
ings, do nothing more than if you washed the outside of the cup 
or platter, while there was nothing but filth within. Ye fools! 
did not God, who made the outward man, make the inward man 
also? and does he not require inward as well as outward purity?” 
According to some, however, the verb wroueiv, v. 40., signifies to 
make a thing as it ought to be, and thence to cleanse. It is true, 
indeed, that some shew of authority may be produced for such a 
meaning, as, for instance, 2 Sam. xix. 25. LXX. rouiv rov pio- 
raxa. But St. Luke would scarcely have used the verb in so rare 
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a sense; and the received interpretation is much more simple, 
and at least equally intelligible. The word dppovec corresponds 
with the Hebrew OW, which frequently occurs in the Rabbi- 
nical writings. Thus in Menacoth, p. 66. 1. R. Jochanan Ben 
Zacchai said: Ye fools, how prove ye this? Licutroot, Ro- 
SENMULLER.—[ELSNER, KuINogt. | 


Ver. 41. ra tvévra. Some commentators understand kara 
and yofpara, and render the formula thus supplied, according to 
your substance. Now in Demosth. de Cor. p. 312. évdvra de- 
notes property; and the ellipsis may probably be justified by the 
somewhat similar one in Arist. Eccles. 856. 7a Suvara yap Osi TH 
mode EvAXAauBavev. But the proper phrase in this case would 
be é tov évdvrwyv; and though ra zvovra might possibly bear 
the same signification, no example to that effect has been pro- 
duced ; at all events, we should rather have expected trdéoyovra, 
as in Luke viii. 3. xii. 33. Compare Tod. iv. 7, 8. It seems 
better, therefore, to understand rw worneiw; and, indeed, that ra 
tvovra will mean that which is within the cup, may be fairly in- 
ferred from the parallel place in Matt. xxiii. 26., where the words 
corresponding with ra tvovta Sdre éXenuoobyny are kaldoicov 
To évro¢ Tov ToTnpiov. Compare Xen. Hell. II. 3. 6. Ages. IT. 
19. Hence the sense will be—Care not for the exterior part of 
the cup, but give in alms the food which it contains; and thus 
all things shall be clean to you: i. e. you shall not require the 
Levitical purification. See Zit. 1. 15. RapHetius, KypKe, WET- 
STEIN, ParkHuRST.—[Grotius, Ros—ENMULLER, SCHLEUSNER, 
CampBELL.| It has been supposed that our Lord’s words are 
ironical, and spoken in derision of the high importance attached 
to alms-giving by the Pharisees, of which there are sufficient 
proofs in the Rabbinical writings. Thus in Bava Bathra, p. 9, 1. 
hh. Asai saith, Alms are equivalent to all the other command- 
ments. Again, p. 10, 1., R. Judah said, Giving of alms hastens 
our redemption; it delivers from death. But such an interpreta- 
tion is more ingenious than solid; for, although our Lord did 
sometimes, though rarely, employ irony, the present occasion 
was not one in which he would have departed from his usual 
solemnity of discourse. We are notto infer, however, that alms- 
giving is the only virtue required by God, but that it was se- 
lected by Christ, not only as inclusive of every other Christian 
grace, but as being the one in which the Pharisees, like Nebu- 
chodonozar, were peculiarly deficient. Compare Dan. iv. 27. Pos- 
sibly, also, it may have been chosen with an indirect reference to 
the subject in hand, as the Arabic word zachat signifying alms, 
carries the double sense of zncrease and cleansing. SCHLEUSNER, 
Wnuirsy, Lz Crerc.—[Lieutroor, Kuro. | 


Ver, 49. 4 cota rot cov. Some understand by this a peri- 
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phrasis for Christ, as in Matt. xxiii. 34. our Lord speaks in his 
own person. But it is agreeable to the Hebrew idiom to say 
the wisdom of God and the power of Giod for the wise God and 
the mighty God; and such is, in all probability, the case in this 
passage. Compare Acts viii. 10. 1 Cor. i. 24. 30. and elsewhere. 
A similar form of speaking is not unusual in the Jewish writings ; 
as, for instance, in the Targum on Lament. ii. 2. Is it fitting 
that the daughters of Israel should eat the fruit of their own 
womb? The rule of judgment, i. e. retributive justice, answered 
and said, Was it also fitting to kill a priest and a prophet in the 
sanctuary of the Lord, as ye killed Zacharias? Kutnoet, 
LigHTFooT. 


Ver, 53. axooropariZew avtév. E. T. to provoke him to 
speak. The primary import of this verb is to recite from me- 
mory, ato orduarog Aéyew; of which there are abundant in- 
stances in Plutarch, Athenzeus, and other writers. Hence also 
to command another to speak, to question magisterially, as a 
teacher does his disciples. Hesych. amooroparifev' awd uvhune 
a&iovv Aéyev. Suidas: aroorouariZev pact tov dwddcxador, 
éray KeAsiy Tov Taida Aéyey GtTa dd orduaroc. Jul. Pol. II. 
202. arooropariZeoba d2 rove waidac WAdtwv mov déyet, iryouv 
ard Tov dwWackdAwy towracba ra palfpara. The passage here 
referred to isin Plat. Euthyd. p. 14. ri 82, & KAavia, tpn, ordre 
arooromarioe tuiv & yoappariorng, mérepor tuavOavoy rev 
walowy Ta aTooTomaTiZoueva; of copol, 7) of auabeic; So also 
Aristot. Soph. Elench. 3. ra yap atooronariGdueva pavbavovew 
of yoamparetc. The sense in which St. Luke has employed it is 
marked in the desire of the Pharisees Onpzvoat tt tx Tov orduarog 
avrov; and it is one of the many proofs of his perfect familiarity 
with the genius of the Greek language. Grorius, Hammonp, 
Wersrern, Kyrxe. Of the phrase davic évéxe see on Mark 
vi. 19. 





CHAPTER XU. 


Contents :—Christ exhorts his disciples against hypocrisy, 
and recommends confidence in the divine Providence, vv. 
1—12. He refuses to act as judge, vy. 13,14. Caution 
against worldly cares and anxieties, vv. 15—34. Exhorta- 
tion to watchfulness, vv. 35—59. 


Verse 1. rev pugiddwy tov dxAov. That is, an indefinitely 
great multitude. So pvotac is used for the Hebrew 33% in 
Mm 2 
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Gen. xxiv. 60. Deut. xxxiii. 2. Psalm iii.6. Dan. xi. 12. Eeelus. 
xlvii. 6. Compare also Acts xxi. 20. xxvi. 26. Heb. xii. 22. 
Jude 14. Rev. v. 11. Licutroot, Grortius. 

Ibid. Arie toriv twdkgioig. These words are supposed by 
some to be an interpolation, because in a parallel admonition in 
Matt. xvi. 6. our Lord expressly refers to the doctrines of the 
Pharisees under the image of /eaven. But it should rather seem, 
from the connection of the sense in the two following verses, that 
the allusion is here to another symbolic application of the term ; 
and it is well known that it was usual with him to give a different 
turn to the same idea upon different occasions. See on Matt. 
xvi.11. The precept coincides with that which in the charge to 
the twelve runs thus: Be wise as serpents, §c. (Matt. x. 16.) 
for though the disciples were to be prudent and circumspect in 
their behaviour, their prudence was to be wholly unmixed with 
hypocrisy. Of this the Pharisees had as large a proportion as of 
false doctrine ; and our Lord assures his followers, that although 
their artful expedient might serve a turn for the present, it would 
eventually be discovered and exposed. Macxnieut, A. CLARKE. 
—([Prarce.] Of the following verses see on Matt. x. 26. sqq. 
and xii. 31, 32. and of the import of dv? dv, v.3. on Luke i. 20. 


Ver. 13. pspicacOa per tuov thv kAngovoniayv. Among the 
Jews children had the inheritance of their fathers divided equally 
among them, except that the eldest had a double portion. It is 
likely, though by no means certain, that the complainant in the 
text was a younger brother, from whom the elder had detained 
his share of the property bequeathed to him. Some have sup- 
posed that he appealed to our Lord in his prophetic capacity, but 
his reply, which is founded on Exod. ii. 14. plainly indicates that 
he was requested to act merely as an arbitrator ; nor is it impro- 
bable that désczples, in order to avoid the delay of judicial pro- 
ceedings, were sometimes accustomed in such cases to abide by 
the decisions of their masters. Christ, no doubt, declined to in- 
terfere lest he should excite the jealousy of the Jewish council, 
probably that of the three judges, who were the appointed arbi- 
trators of property. In after times, when the Christian converts ° 
abstained to bring their differences before a Heathen tribunal, 
the bishops usually decided controversies of this nature, in con- 
formity with the advice of St. Paul in 1 Cor. vi. 1. sqq. Wuitsy, 
Grotius, Licurroot.—[Lr CuiErc.] 


Ver. 15. pvdacoeob: ad rig wAcovetlac. From the connexion 
between this precept and the incident which gaye rise to it, +Aeo- 
veEla evidently denotes an over anxiety in acquiring wealth, 
the inefficiency of which in securing either the happiness or 
duration of life, is illustrated in the following parable. Of Zw? 
in the sense of felicity we have examples in Prov. iv. 22. xii. 
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The reason assigned for this admonition of our Lord may be il- 
lustrated by a variety of passages in the classical writers. Aristot. 
Nicom. X. 9. ob yao év rH vreoBorH Td avtaokéc. Hor. Od. IV. 
9. 45. Non possidentem multa vocaveris Recte beatum, §c. Sat. 
I. 1. 49. Dic, quid referat intra Nature Jines viventi, jugera 
centum, an Mille aret? Epist. I. 2. 47. Non e@ris acervus et 
aurt <Egroto domini deduxit corpore febres, Non animo curas. 
Manil. 1V. 89. Et neque paupertas breviores eaxcipit annos, Nec 
sunt immensis opibus venalia fata. Apparent, however, as is the 
sense of the passage, not so the construction. Some of the com- 
mentators would join é rév traoxdvrwy with Zw, others with 
év Tw Teolocebev. But although Ziv ge rwode is a frequent 
phrase, as in 1 Cor. ix. 14., ix rod evayyeAtov Ziv, nothing 
seems to be gained by such an expression as Ziv x Trav v7rap- 
xXovrwy; and a genitive after wep.cceberv, as in Luke xv. 17., is 
always without a preposition. Possibly the latter words are a 
marginal interpretation, which have improperly found their way 
into the text. Wuirsy, Scuteusner, Grotius, WETSTEIN, 
KurnoeLt.—[CampBELL. ] 


Ver. 16. ei¢doncev. This verb is somewhat rare ; it is used, 
however, in Joseph. B. J. I. 2. 43. as edpopoe¢ and sdpopta are 
in Ailian. V. H. II. 17. Phil. Vit. Mos. T, II. p. 162. The 
noun x#oa is here synonymous with aygoc, a field. Compare 
Matt. xxiv. 18. with Luke xxi. 21. and see Heclus. xliii. 3. 
LXX. John iv. 35. James v. 4. So Joseph. Ant. VII. 8. 5. rv 
Xéoav étrvp7éAnoe. From this signification of ydéoa, as opposed 
to citzes and towns, is derived the word ywperioxoroc, who was. 
an officer appointed to assist the bishop in country districts. Of 
yevnpara, produce, v. 18., we have another example in Luke 
xxii. 18. So Polyb. I. 71. rev ék rig yWpac yevvnuatwv. Diod. 
Sic. V. 17. trav 08 rpd¢ Ty TeOpiy yevynpatwv oivov piv ddoo- 
XEp@¢ OvK Exovor. With v. 19. compare Ecclus. xi. 18, 19. 
Hence Senec. Epist. 99. Nos corpus putre sortita nihilominus 
eterna proponimus, et, in quantum potest etas humana pro- 
tendi, tantum spe occupamus. WETSTEIN, Grotius, KyPxeE, 
ScHLEUSNER, ROSENMULLER. 


Ver. 20. riv puxiv cov drarovoww. Wisd. RV. 8. 76 Tie 
Wuxii¢e dmarnOeic xoéoc. Commentators differ respecting the 
nominative to be supplied before drarovow. Some understand 
God in the plural, with reference to the Trinity, and others sup- 
pose an allusion to the Jewish opinion, that the angel of death, 
by means of good or bad angels respectively, required back the 
debt of life. See on Luke xvi. 22. But it is enough perhaps to 
explain the expression as an impersonal form, of which there 
are many similar instances in this Gospel. Compare ver. 48. vi. 
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38. 44. xiii. 19. xiv. 35. xvi. 4.9. and elsewhere. So Catull. III. 
9. Qui nunc it per iter tenebricosum Illic, unde negant redire 
quenquam. With the sentiment in the next verse the following 
are parallel. Anthol. II. 50. 12. I1Aovrov piv wAovrovrtog ExEle, 
Wuxny 82 wévyroc, *Q rote KAnpovdpoig mobate, col 2 TEVIC. 
Propert. Eleg. III. 5. 13. Haud ullas portabis opes Acherontis 
ad undas; Nudus ab inferna, stuite, vehere rate. Mart. Epig. 
VIII. 44. 9. Rape, congere, aufer, posside : relinquendum est. 
Pheed. Fab. IV. 19. 18. T%bi dico, Avare, gaudium heredis tui. 
Sil. Ital. V. 265. Modo quem Fortuna fovendo Congestis opibus 
donisque refersit opimis Nudum Tartarea portabit navita 
cymba. Grotius, KurnorL, RosENMULLER. —[SCHOETTGEN, 
ELsNeER. | 


Ver. 21. sig Ocdv tAOvTwv. The verb wAouretv is here evi- 
dently to be taken in a spiritual sense; but there is some dif- 
ference of opinion as to the import of the expression wAouréiv sic 
Ocdv. Some make it synonymous with OnoavpiZeav év oiparva, 
as in Matt. vi. 20. Others understand it as signifying to use 
one’s riches as God wishes. But perhaps the true meaning is, 
to be rich for God's glory; i.e. by employing one’s wealth in 
works of charity and benevolence. Compare v. 33. So Lucian. 
Epist. Saturn. 24. é¢ rb kowdv tAovurety, to be rich for the benefit 
of the community. Philo Byzant. wdoureiv sig Oswv Kdopov. 
Kypxe, Parxunurst.—[KvurinoeLt, ScHLEUSNER, MARKLAND, 
&c.] Of the following verses see on Matt. vi. 25. sqq. 


Ver. 24. wépaxac. Matt. vi. 26. merewwa. ‘The commentators 
remark a more beautiful allusion in St. Luke, from the pecu- 
liarities of the raven tribe. Naturalists relate that they fre- 
quently desert their young, either from forgetfulness or aversion ; 
and Philo relates that they are preserved from perishing by worms 
and insects, which the materials of which their nests are made 
are calculated to produce. See Philo X. 12. Arist. Hist. An. IX. 
31. Adlian. II. 49. and compare Job xxxviii. 41. Psalm exlvii. 9. 
Grotius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver, 29. psrewpifeobe. This verb signifies properly to lift up 
on high ; and, as well as the adjective peréwpoc, is applied to the 
flight of birds, and to ships at sea, which appear elevated in re- 
spect of the land. Compare Ezek. x. 16. sqq. Obad. iv. LXX. 
Ailian. H. A. IIT. 20. VII. 30. XJ. 33. Thucyd. VII. 16. 
Hence, from the agitation to which birds and ships are subject 
from the winds, arises the metaphorical signification of being 
restless and unsettled in mind. Cic. Epist. Att. XV. 14. Ita sum 
[et Ewpoc, et magnis cogitationibus impeditus. Virg. Ain. VILLI. 
19. Qué_magno curarum estuat estu. In this sense we have 
Lucian. Jup. Trag. T. II. p. 191. peréwoou ravrec mode riv 


LUKE XII. 30. 32. 35. 535 


axgdaow. Thucyd. II. 7. 1 “EAAde raca peréwooe iv. See also 
Joseph. B.J. I. 27. 3. IL. 21.1. 1V.9. 2. Ant. VIII. 8. 2. The 
same metaphor is retained by the Latins as in Cic. Tusc. I. 40. 
Expectando et desiderando pendemus animis, cruciamur, an- 
gimur. Compare Soph. Cdd. T. 914, Parxuurst, Wuirsy, 
Grotius, ALBERTI, DoppripGE, WETSTEIN, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver, 30. 20vn xédapov. The words kéopocg and aidy have a 
peculiar meaning in the sacred which they have not in profane 
writers, the latter referring to the Jewish ages, and the former 
to the Gentile. Compare Matt. xxiv. 3. Tit. i. 2. and elsewhere. 
LIGHTFOOT. 


Ver. 32. rd yuxodv motuvov. Double diminutives of this na- 
ture have a peculiar emphasis. Among a variety of instances the 
following have been selected: Aristoph. Plut. 147. 240. puxodv 
apyueiciov. Isocr. wuxoad morixua. Athen. XV. p. 666. puxodv 
mwakioxiov. Xen. Cyrop. VIII. dda puxpdv yhowv. Cic. Acad. 
1V.38. minuta opuscula. Paradox. Procem. minutas interrogatiun- 
culas. The form is here expressive of the utmost tenderness, 
which is rendered yet more emphatic by the insertion of the article, 
somewhat unusual with the vocative, in the sense of the pos- 
sessive pronoun. WETSTEIN, CAMPBELL. On the two following 
verses see on Matt. xix. 21. vi. 19. The adjective avéxAemroc, 
though of rare occurrence, is found in Diod. Sic. IV. 84. avex- 
Asiarove Exovrec Tac The ToOpi¢ SabiAetac. In the same sense 
avexAumje is used in Wisd. vii. 14. viii. 18. LXX. With the 
sentiment in v. 84. we may compare Plaut. Aul. II. 2..4. Nam 
Ego sum hic: animus domi est. Ku1noEt, PEARCE. 


Ver. 35. ai dopbec mepielwopiva. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 402. The custom alluded to prevailed among the ancients 
generally, with those engaged in any active employments, as sol- 
diers, servants, and others. With respect to the Jews we may 
compare Exod. xxxix. 5. Lev. xvi. 4. 1 Kings xx. 11. 2 Kings 
iii, 21. Luke xvii. 8. John xiii. 4. Ephes. vi. 14, Rev. 1.13. To 
the same effect Hom. Od. Z. 72. Zwoript Powe ouvéepye xiTOva. 
(Eustath. orovdyc Sndwrixdv.) Hence the adjective evcwvoc, 
active. Horat. Sat. II. 8. 10. puer alte cinctus. 10. Precincti 
recte pueri comptique ministrant. On the contrary, déscinctus 
implies idle, dissolute, as in Hor. Epod. I. 34. We may gather 
from v. 37. that it was the custom of those days, as it was in 
older times among ourselves, for the host, on certain occasions, 
to wait upon the company. The same also appears from Hor. 
Sat. II. 6. 107. velute succinctus cursitat hospes, Continuatque 
dapes, necnon verniliter ipsis Fungitur officits. It was not cus- 
tomary, indeed, that the servants sat at table while the master 
waited; though something — took place at the Roman Sa- 
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turnalia, the Cretan Hermea, and some other ancient festivals, 
Our Lord merely meant to affirm that the master would treat 
such servants with every mark of honour and respect, HamMonp, 
Grotius, Wuirsy, Le Crerc, Kurnoznt. Of the following 
verses see on Matt. xxiv. 43. sqq. xxv. 1. sqq. and of the word 
yapoc, v. 36. on Matt. xxii. 1, In v. 37. the participle is re- 
dundant, as in Luke xvii. 8. wage\Oav avaréica. See also 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 308. 


Ver. 47%. Saphoerar woddac. That is, cara modAac TANyac $ 
and so kara oAfyac mAnyac, in the next verse. The same el- 
lipsis is frequent in the best writers. Arist. Vesp. 1277. kat pe 
xaxloraie txvice, scil. tAnyaic. Nub. 472. rumrdpuevog moAAade. 
Xen. Anab. V. dAtyac¢ wate. So in Latin, Terent. Heaut. II. 
4, 22. diu etiam duras dabit; scil. plagas. Bos. Of the verb 
Sépey see on Matt. xxi. 35.; and of the punishment of scourg- 
ing among the Jews see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 141. It 
appears that although forty stripes was the limit allowed by the 
law, a man was sometimes adjudged to receive twice the number, 
if he were guilty of a double offence ; and a master might inflict 
any number on his slave. For petty offences as few-as six, five, 
and even four stripes were sometimes given. Thus in Pesachim, 
p. 94. 2. He that eateth the potitha, let him be beaten with four 
stripes; he that eateth a pismire, let him be beaten with five ; he 
that eateth a hornet, let him have siz. Hence, in the adminis- 
tration of God’s retributive justice, reward or punishment will be 
administered according to the use or abuse which men make of 
the opportunities vouchsafed to them. Liagutroot, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 49. rip jADov x. tr. X. From the necessity of watchful- 
ness our Lord is led to consider the times of persecution, when it 
would be more especially called for; and the fire of which would 
be kindled immediately after his death and passion, which are here 
represented under the image of baptism. See on Matt. x. 34, 
xx. 22, Ovid affords a good illustration of fire, as the emblem 
of persecution: Sczlicet ut fulvum spectatur in ignibus aurum ; 
Tempore sic duro est experienda fides. Grortivs. 

Ibid. ri 0édw, ci dn avhpOn; The commentators have expe- 
rienced no little difficulty in interpreting these words. Some 
would make +i how much, as in Cant. VII. 6, LXX. and ¢& 
that, as the Hebrew DN, in 1 Sam. xxiv. 7. Compare Acts viii. 
22. Others would render it xzsz, with the Vulgate, as if the ori- 
ginal were ei uj. But that a wish is intended to be expressed is 
sufficiently evident from the corresponding clause in the very 
next verse; and it is therefore preferable to render the particle by 
utinam. Of its use in this signification see my note on Soph. 
Cid. T. 863. Pent. Gr. p. 61. and the somewhat obscure con- 
struction may fairly be attributed to the degree of energy, not 
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unmixed with agitation, with which the words were delivered. 
Hence there is no necessity for placing a note of interrogation at 
0£\w, as some have supposed. The import of the passage is 
this :—‘ Since the advancement of true religion must be at- 
tended by such unhappy divisions and persecutions, I cannot but 
wish that they, together with my passion which must precede 
them, had already taken place.” The particle «i is also used in 
this sense in Luke xix. 12. xxii. 42. and in Josh. vii. 7. Job vi. 
2.LXX. In the schools of the Rabbins an affirmation is some- 
times expressed in the form of a question; so that what will I, 
§c. may be equivalent to J will, §c. Grotius, WurtBy, Licut- 
Foot, Parkuurst. —[CaMpBELL, Kurnoet.] The verb ouvé- 
xeo0a, to be distressed, occurs in Luke viii. 87. Phil. i. 23. So 
Menander: ovvéyera: Avtaic det. In Acts xviii. 5. rq rvedpare 
is added. The whole clause is a curious instance of the laxity 
with which the early Fathers sometimes cited the Scriptures. 
Trenzus, quoting from memory, reads it cal wavy émefyouat sic 
avré; and Epiphanius xat ri #éAw, ci dn EBamriocAyv; in both 
instances the sense is preserved, without the slightest resemblance 
to the words of the passage. Grotrius, MILL, SCHLEUSNER. 
The verb y«vv is here used in the sense of wéAAav, as in 2 Esdr. 
iv. 45. LXX. Lactantius uses habere in the same way; and so 
also the translators of the Athanasian Creed, habent resurgere. 
-HaMMonp. 


Ver. 54, riv vepéAnv. Some MSS. omit the article, but it is 
unquestionably definite, the appearance here mentioned being a 
well known phcenomenon. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 33. 
From niceties of this sort, in which a local custom or popular 
opinion of the time is alluded to, and which could not easily be 
fabricated, we obtain a strong evidence of the authenticity of the 
Scriptures, and consequently of the credibility of our religion. 
It may be observed, also, that the heat which accompanies the 
southerly winds, which blow during the month of March in Syria 
and Palestine, is excessively oppressive. Different illustrations 
to the same effect are given in Matt. xvi. 2., where our Lord ad- 
dresses the Pharisees. MippLeTon, Grorius, PARKHURST. 


Ver. 56. rév xaipdv rovrov. Namely, that it is the time in 
which, according to the prophets, the Messiah was to appear. 
Our Lord proceeds in the next verse to intimate, that even with- 
out the express declaration of the prophets they had sufficient 
evidence in what they heard and saw, that God had visited his 
people in a most extraordinary manner, from which they might 
reasonably infer that his mission was divine. The adjective oé- 
xatoc here denotes fitting, reasonable, as in Phil. i. 7. and else- 
where. Grotius, A. CLARKE. 
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Ver. 58. we yao wrayec «.7.. This and the next verse 
occur in Matt. v. 25., forming part of our Lord’s Sermon on the 
Mount; and it is supposed by some that St. Luke has recorded 
them here as a detached precept in the same sense which they 
bear in St. Matthew, without any reference to the preceding con- 
text. This notion, however, is hardly consistent with the use of 
the connecting particle yao; and the precept may well be consi- 
dered as a parable, in which the Jews are warned to make their 
peace with God by repentance, before the time of predicted ven- 
geance arrived. Our Lord seems to have left his hearers to make 
the application for themselves, as in Luke xiii. 16., and upon 
other occasions, that he might not provoke the anger of the mul- 
titude. Hammonp, Le Crerc.—[Grorius, WHITBY. | 

Ibid. Si¢ toyaciav. There is some difference of opinion re- 
specting the import of this phrase: some commentators, after 
Theophylact, supposing it to mean to pay the interest as well as 
the principal of the debt. But this is extremely harsh; not to 
mention that téko¢ is the word employed to denote interest or 
usury in Luke xix. 23. The phrase is evidently a Latinism, 
dare operam; and it is used of a laboured composition by Her- 
mogenes, de Invent. III. 5.17. Of the noun wodxrwp see on 
Luke iii. 11. and of Aewréov, in the next verse, on Mark xii. 41. 
The verb caracépew is used as the Latin detrahere, in Cic. Milon. 
14. Cum in judicium detrahi non posset. Philo frequently em- 
ploys the word in the same sense. WetsTEIN, Grortius, KypKe. 
—[Lr Cierc.] 





CHAPTER XIII. 


Contents :—Pilate’s massacre of certain Galileans, and the 
fall of the Tower in Siloam, vv. 1—5. The parable of the 
barren fig-tree, vv. 6—9. Aninfirm woman cured, vy. 10—17. 
The parable of the grain of mustard-seed and the leaven, wy. 
18—22. [Matt. xiii. 31.] The question Are they few saved ? 
answered, vv. 23—30. Herod's design to kill Christ, y. 31. 
He predicts his death and resurrection, and mourns over Je- 
rusalem, vv. 81—35. 


Verse 1. mepi rév Taditatwrv, dv xt. A» The incident to 
which the Evangelist here alludes is not determined. It has 
been supposed, in opposition to the plain statement that the 
people concerned in it were Galileans, that it was the sedition 
raised by the Samaritans on Mount Gerizim, and suppressed by 
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Pilate, as related in Joseph. Ant. XVIII. 5. Some of the Greek 
Fathers contend that the tumult is intended, which was set on 
foot by the followers of Judas of Galilee, (Acts v. 37.) who ap- 
peared about A.D. 14. and resisted the payment of tribute to 
Cesar. The tenor of the context, however, seems to point to a 
more recent event, and Christ, who disapproved of the leading 
principle of this sect, would scarcely have placed them on a level 
with those who were innocently slain by the fall of a tower. In 
fact, nothing certain can be decided on the subject. There is no 
particular mention of the affair in Josephus, though his declara- 
tion that the Galileans were the most seditious people in the 
land, renders it highly credible that some sudden tumult in the 
temple may have given Pilate a pretext for putting a party of 
them to the sword. It is related in Joseph. B. J. I. 1. 3. that 
Archelaus did not hesitate to slay three thousand while they were 
offering sacrifices; and in some insurrection of the Galilzans 
Pilate may have followed his example. Indeed, though Judas 
himself was not personally concerned, the factious tenet of his party 
may have been the origin of the tumult upon this as well as upon 
other occasions. See Joseph. II. 1. 12. 23. Ant. XX. 5. A pe- 
culiar atrocity was supposed to attach to a murder committed be- 
fore an altar. Liv. X. 39. Nefando sacro mixta hominum pe- 
cudumque cede respersus. Wuitsy, Grotius, Licutroot, 
WETSTEIN. 

Ibid. riv Qvoisyv. For rod aiwaroe tov Ovowy. There is a 
similar ellipsis in Hor. Od. I. 1. 23. Lituo tube Permixtus so-« 
nitus. The sense is complete in Phil. Jud. T. II. p. 315. atware 
yao avoooddvev aipa Ovowwy avexpabhoera. In the next verse 
the preposition zapa signifies above or beyond, as in Luke iii. 13. 
fiom. i. 9. ii. 7. 9. ix. 23. So preter in Latin. Plaut. Amphit. 
IJ. 1. Quem ego amo preter omnes. WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 3. woabrwc. In like manner; as épotwe inv. 5. This 
declaration partakes not only of an admonition, but of a pro- 
phecy, which was literally fulfilled about forty years afterwards in 
the destruction of Jerusalem. During the siege the Temple was 
frequently the seat of war, and multitudes of the priests who were 
offering the sacrifices were slain, and their blood mingled with 
that of the victims. Multitudes also were buried under the ruins 
of the Temple. See Joseph. B. J. V. VI. e¢ passim. Upon other 
occasions also the Temple had been defiled with various slaugh- 
ters. - Under Florus a massacre took place, and Manahem was 
slain as he worshipped there. The zealots also, and_ the Idu- 
mzeans who assisted them, met with a similar fate, (B. J. II. 32. 
IV. 14, sqq.) Wuirsy, Grotius, A. CrarKe. A notion pre- 
vailed among the Jews that any sudden calamity was sent by 
God as a judicial visitation upon the sins of the sufferers; and it 
is not improbable that the circumstances here related were re- 
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garded in this light. The evident drift of our Lord’s observation 
upon them is to set aside this error in judgment, though it has 
been produced in support of the very doctrine which it was in- 
tended to refute. Christ does not indeed deny that these Ga- 
lileans were sinners, and that their sufferings were justly due to 
their sins; but he reprobated the uncharitable judgment of those 
who look upon such accidental occurrences as particular provi- 
dences, and condemn particular sufferers as the victims of God’s 
merited vengeance, while they regard themselves as comparatively 
righteous, only because no such calamity has yet befallen them. 
RosENMULLER, WaTeEeRLAND. Of the Pool of Siloam see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 23.43. The tower was probably 
built on the city walls, near which the stream flowed. Of the 
word dpeAreri¢ see on Luke xi. 4. 


Ver. 6. ovxny tv ty auTeXOu. This circumstance has been 
supposed to militate with Deut. xxii. 9.; but the precept there 
delivered seems rather to forbid the sowing of a variety of seeds 
in the same field, and the planting of trees is not noticed. Vines 
and fig-trees were frequently planted together, and hence they 
are frequently mentioned in conjunction in the O. T. Pliny also 
observes in N. H. XVII. 18. Ficorum levis (umbra est,) guamvis 
sparsa; ideoque inter vineas seri non vetantur. An opposite opi- 
nion, however, is adopted in Theophrast. Plant. III. 15. yaXe- 
morara Oo? Kal auméXy Kal roic dAAoLe cuK Kal zAala* Kal yao 
TeopHy TOAARY aupdrepa AauBave, Kal oxidy Tapéxer TAsloTHy. 
Kurvort, Western. Of the scope of this parable see Horne’s 
Introd. Vol. II. p. 402. and compare Isaiah v. 1. sqq. There is 
a somewhat similar comparison in Arrian. Epictet. I. 15. cue 
Mev KdpToc apvw Kal wig Hog od TedeLovTar’ yvwpitic F avOodmov 
KapTov Oédec ovTW O dAtyou kal evKoAWe krijcacOa; GrRortius. 


Ver. 7. roia ttn. In Judea fig-trees usually bore fruit after 
they had been planted three years, Maimon. Mor. Nev. III. 37. 
Theophr. Plant. III. 17. Columel. de Arb. 21. In the applica- 
tion of the parable, however, the three years must be understood 
of an indefinite period, and not after some commentators, as in- 
dicating the three years’ duration of our Saviour’s ministry. In 
this case the fourth year, during which the tree was allowed to 
remain, could not be extended to represent the forty years which 
intervened between the death of Christ and the fall of Jerusalem 
without destroying the unity of the image. The four years to- 
gether embrace the whole period of the Jewish commonwealth, 
and the time of Christ's ministry is well denoted by the close of 
the third year, the maturity of the tree corresponding with the 
completion of the Mosaic dispensation. Wuirsy, Grotius.— 
[Prarce.] The verb xarapysiv, from dpyde, inactive, signifies to 
render useless, properly cessare facere, and in this sense it occurs 
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in Ezra iv. 21. 23. v. 5. vi. 8. LXX. So also Dioscorides, and 
Eur. Phoen. 765. érwe av wu) katapyepuev xéoa. As applied to 
land, we meet with Arist. icon. 2. xwpac apyov yevouévnc. 
Compare Diod. Sic. XIX. 42. » The verb, however, is used no 
where in the sense of this passage, nor is it to be found in the 
classical writers, except in the passages above cited. It is used, 
however, by St. Paul in a variety of derived senses, so as almost 
to be reckoned among the words peculiar to this Apostle. In 
1 Cor. vi. 18. xiii. 8. and elsewhere it signifies to abolish ; 2 Tim. 
i. 10. to destroy ; 1 Cor. xiii. 11. to put away; Gal. iii. 17. to 
abrogate ; and Rom. vii. 2. to emancipate. Grotius, Wet- 
STEIN, KYPKE. 


Ver. 9. wav piv rothoy Kdprov. The sense must be supplied 
by xaAwe Exe, of which ellipsis see my note on Hom. Il. A. 135. 
We may observe that it was a principle with the Jews, founded 
on the precept in Deut. xx. 19. not to cut down any tree till its 
barrenness was clearly ascertained. Hence Bava Kama, p. 1. 
Cut not down a palm that bears a cab of dates. Ligutroot. 


Ver. 11. rvevpa acbevetac. Not simply a periphrasis for ac- 
Qevelay, as some maintain, but to be understood in reference to 
the Jewish opinion, that diseases were frequently inflicted by evil 
spirits. Hence v. 16. jv tdnoev 6 Saravac. See Joseph. Ant. 
VI. 9. the Targums on Psalm xci. 6. and Maimon. Mor. Nev. 
III. 22. on Jobii. 7. The infirmity under which this woman la- 
boured was called kéigwore, as plainly appears from the use of the 
appropriate terms ovykimrev and avaxirrav. We have sic 7d 
mavreAte for mavreAwe, as in Hebd. vii. 25. Wuitrsy, Licur- 
FooT, WETSTEIN, KypKe.—[RosENMULLER. | 


Ver. 15. Abe tov Body, x. r. A. It appears from Schabd. I. 
I. Erubbim, p. 20, 2. and a variety of other passages in the Rab- 
binical writings, that it was permitted to attend to the feeding of 
their cattle on the Sabbath, and even to draw water for them, 
and pour it into troughs. The Heathens also allowed the per- 
formance of a variety of agricultural employments on their most 
solemn festivals. See Virg. Georg. I. 268. sqq. Compare the 
note on Matt. xii. 11. Licurroot, ScHorTTGEN, DoppRIDGE, 
Werstein. Of the importance which the Jews attached to their 
descent from Abraham, whence they called themselves his sons 
and daughters, see on Matt. iii. 9., and of the two following pa- 
rables on Matt. xiii. 31. 33. 


Ver. 23. si dXlyor of owZdpevor; The precise import of this 
question, as well as the spirit in which it was put, is not fully 
agreed upon by the commentators. Some understand owecPar 
of temporal deliverance only, in which sense it is applied in the 
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LXX with reference to the remnant, xaréXeyupa, which the pro- 
phets declared would be rescued from the general destruction of the 
Jews, which was now approaching. See Jerem. xlix. 17. LXX, 
and elsewhere. Julian has a parallel expression in Or. I. p. 6. 
Achbavov meptowZdsuevov. Others understand the expression of 
those who shall be saved from the general disbelief, i. e. of those, 
among the Jews more especially, who should believe in Christ and 
embrace his religion. So the remnant mentioned in Isazah x. 22. 
is applied by St. Paul in Rom. ix. 27. Compare Luke xix. 9. 
Acts xi. 17. Rom. xi. 14. 1 Cor. vii. 16. and particularly Acts ii. 
40. and 47. Ignatius also, in his Epistle to Polycarp, has em- 
ployed the term in the same acceptation. Hence it will signify 
to put in the way of salvation. Compare Jos. B. J. V. 13. 5. 
It seems more probable, however, that eternal salvation was in 
the mind of the enquirer, and that the question was not a captious 
one, as some suppose, but proposed with a view to an authori- 
tative answer. Though it was the general opinion of the Jews 
that all Israel should have their part in the world to come, still 
the point appears to have been disputed continually in the schools, 
(Sanhedr. p. 3. 1.); and our Lord’s judgment may have been 
sought as decisive on the subject. Hence the use of the participle 
in the present instead of the future, as indicating a firm reliance 
upon the certainty of his decision, the present time being fre- 
quently employed when the event, though future, is clearly ascer- 
tainable. Our Lord’s reply, moreover, is not easily reconcile- 
able with the idea of a temporal deliverance, though in this, as in 
other cases of merely speculative importance, he has not given a 
direct answer. Compare John xii. 34, xxi. 21. Acts i. 7. It 
was of more concern to know what sort of persons than how many 
will be saved; and accordingly we are told that those only will 
enter into the gate of life who strive (aywviZovra:) to do so. This 
striving, therefore, is totally distinct from any absolute decree, 
and it depends upon ourselves whether we will or will not use 
the necessary exertions to make our calling and election sure. 
Wuirsy, Grotius, Licurroot, ScHorTrern:—[Hammonp, 
RoseNMULLER.] Of the following verses see on Matt. vii. 13. 
22. vill. 11. xix. 80. In v. 25. éyéo0n is looked upon by some 
as redundant ; but the verb may signify to rése from one’s seat. 
The phrase gayciv cal misty évemidv twoe, v. 26. is expressive 
of intimate acquaintance and familiarity. Compare Psadm xli. 9. 
KuINoEL. 


Ver. 32. rij adwrex tabry. Persons are frequently compared 
in the Scriptures to those animals which they appear to resemble 
in temper and disposition. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 499. 
note. ‘The foa seems to have been selected in all ages and 
countries as the emblem of artifice and cunning, instances of 
which might be produced in abundance from writers of all deno- 
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minations. It is probable from our Lord’s thus designating He- 
rod, that these Pharisees had been sent to intimate a pretended 
design of the Tetrarch to kill him, with a view to rid himself of 
his presence in his dominions.. The repeated testimonies of 
Christ to the innocence of John the Baptist, and the influence 
which he was daily acquiring with the multitude, would naturally 
create suspicion and alarm in the mind of the prince. Some, in- 
deed, have thought that the Pharisees themselves invented the 
report in order to check the censures which our Lord never hesi- 
tated to pass upon their conduct. Had this been the case he 
would scarcely have sent them with a message to Herod, instead 
of reproving, as upon other occasions, their own hypocrisy and 
deceit. With respect to the appellation itself, we may observe 
that it contains no violation of the precept in Evod. xxii. 28. 
The prophets in the O. T. did not scruple to reprove the vices of 
kings and rulers; and in calling Herod a fox Christ intended no- 
thing vituperative, but merely to intimate a perfect knowledge of 
his secret intentions. Grotius, Kurnort.—[WetsTEIN.] The 
expression ofpepov kal avpioy is a proverbial phrase, denoting 
any short interval of time. Compare Hos. vi. 2. So Arrian. 
Epict. LV. 10. ov« cixe 70d d6@0aApwy, St adprov 7 cig THY Toitnv 
dei avrov aobaveiv. On the other hand, yesterday and the third 
day signifies lately in Gen. xxxi. 2. Exod. iv. 10. Deut. xix. 6. 
Josh. iii. 4. 1 Sam. xix. 7. 1 Chron. xi. 8. Grotius, DoppRIDGE. 
A difference of opinion exists as to the meaning of the verb r<Acov- 
pat. Some, deriving it from réAn, render it I shall be sacrificed, 
viz. on the cross; and others, I shall complete, i.e. my ministry: 
but the more received interpretation is that of the E. T. I shall 
be perfected, in a passive sense, i. e. I shall die. Compare Acts 
xx. 24. Phil. iii. 12. Scuteusner, WetTsTe1n.—[ KvUINoEL, 
Kypxe, DopprinGE | 


Ver. 33. ovxivetyera. It is not possible. Hesych. adéivaréy 
tort. This was a severe reproof against the Jewish sanhedrim, 
of which some of those present may perhaps have been members. 
It lay with this council, which sate at Jerusalem, to decide upon 
the pretensions of prophets, and punish impostors; and it now 
remained for them to complete the series of murders of which 
they had already been guilty by condemning and crucifying the 
Messiah. The expression, however, is to be understood with 
eertain limitations, as John the Baptist and some other prophets, 
though comparatively few, had perished out of Jerusalem. Exs- 
NER, WetstEIN, Licutroot, Doppriper, Kuinort. In the 
beginning of the verse the verb wopebscOa refers to the advice of 
the Pharisees in v. 31., and there seems to be an ellipsis to the 
following effect:— Nevertheless, after working my miracles to-day 
and to-morrow, or the day after I must depart, as you recommend, 
for Jerusalem, for, &c. Hammonp. Of Christ’s lamentation over 
Jerusalem see on Matt. xxiii. 37. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 


Contents :—Christ dines with a Pharisee, and heals a dropsy 
on the Sabbath-day, vv.1—6. He recommends humility, vv. 
7—15. The parable of the great supper, vv. 16—24. Worldly- 
mindedness incompatible with Christianity, vv. 25—35. 


Verse 1. caBPdrw paysiv aprov. It was a religious obligation 
with the Jews, which our Lord encouraged by his presence on 
this occasion, to have their tables better spread on the Sabbath- 
day. See Nehem. viii. 10. Tobit ii. 1. Phil. Jud. II. 166. In 
Schabb. p. 119, 1. a Rabbi who had been well entertained en- 
quires— How did you know of my coming ? and is thus answered 
—Is there any thing more valuable to us than the Sabbath ? i. e. 
the day induced us to make good cheer, though we knew not of 
your coming. Hence Plutarch, speaking of the Jews, observes 
in Sympos. p. 672. A. adroit d& ro Ady waptupovow, bri ca Pa- 
TOV TYLWol, WaALoTa piv Tivery Kal olvovaIa TapakadoUrTEc adAN- 
Aove. The phrase dayev aprov is not uncommonly applied to a 
meal of more than ordinary preparation, as in 2 Sam. ix. 7. xii. 
21. Prov. ix. 5. Ligurroot, SCHOETTGEN, WETSTEIN, Kut- 
NOEL. The dpyovrec rwv Papicaiwy are not, as the E. T. have 
it, chief Pharisees, but rulers of the sect of the Pharisees, i. e. 
members of the Sanhedrim, or rulers of the synagogue. See 
Matt. ix. 18, Otherwise they would have been termed zowror 
Papicaiwy. Grotius, Hammonp. Of the formula azoxgiBeic¢ 
eiev, v. 5. see on Matt. xi. 25. and of the following verses on 
Matt. xii. 2. 10, 11. 


Ver. 7. réywv. Some understand rove 6¢0adApove, both here 
and in Acts ii. 5. alleging Lucian’s expression iwéyew rove dg- 
Badrpotc tu. No instance, however, is produced where the el- 
lipsis is necessarily so supplied. It should seem, therefore, that 
Tov vouv or Tv Oravoray should rather be added. This is clearly 
the case in 1 Tem. iv. 16. trexe ceavTp, Kat rH SidacKkaXia. 
Plato, de Legg. Il. p. 926. B. wi peiZoor yapore tiv dtdvoray 
éréxwv. Compare Herod. I. 80. VI. 96. Lucian, T. II. p. 212. 
In the same manner the Latins use attendere with or without 
animum in the accusative. WretsTEIn.—[Bos. ] . 

Ibid. rag mowroxdictac. The manner in which the Jews and 
the ancients reclined at their meals has been noticed more than 
once already. The most honourable place was beside the host 
on the middle couch which lay along the upper end of the table. 
See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 397. 420. and compare Virg. 
Alin. I. 698. Hor. Sat. II. 8. 20. Plaut. Pers. V. 1. 15. Of this 
post of honour the Rabbies were remarkably ambitious, claiming 
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it as due to their superior wisdom. Thus the Talmud, in Bera- 
coth, p. 11, 2. King Janneus invited R. Simeon to a banquet, 
where he placed himself between tie king and the queen, and 
being asked the reason, he replied : In the book of Ben Israel it 
és written, “ Exalt Wisdom, and she shail exalt thee, and make 
thee to sit among princes.” The quotation, however, is from 
Prov. iv.8. A similar pride seems also to have prevailed among 
the Greeks and Romans. Theoph. Char. 21. 6 82 puxpopiAdSriuoe, 
émt Seirrvov KAnOete, Tap’ avrdov rov Kadéoavra Katake(uevoc deir= 
vijoat (pidct.) Val. Max. II. 1. Invitatt ad ccenam diligenter 
querebant, quinam ei convivio essent interfuturi ; ne seniores ad- 
ventu discubitum precurrerent. Our Lord’s precept may be 
compared with Prov. xxv. 7., and lessons of a similar character 
are to be met with in the Rabbinical writings. Of the E. T. we 
may remark that in our earlier writers the word room was syno-: 
nymous with place. LigntrooT, SCHOETTGEN, WeTsTEIN, Of 
the word ydpoe, in the next verse, see on Matt. xxii. 1. 


Ver.9. dd¢ rotrw téxov. This form, as well as karéyew 76- 
vov and mpocavaf3if: avérepov, were the usual expressions of 
etiquette at the Jewish entertainments, instances.of which abound 
in the Rabbinical writers. Parallel phrases are also to be found 
in the classics. Plut. in C. Gracch. p. 840. dére rérov ayaboic, 
kakol woAira. Arrian. Epict. III. 26. 2&dOe, db¢ dAAole Térov. 
Ovid. Pont. I. 1. locum date sacra ferent. Fast. II. 668. 
Cuncta Jovi cessit turba, locumque dedit. Cic. Epist. Fam. XI. 
1. Dandus est locus Fortune. Senec. Epist. 74. Demus rap- 
tortbus locum. Plautus: Abi tu sane superior. WHrTSTEIN, 
Kypxe. Ofv. 11. see on Matt. xxiii. 11. 


Ver. 12. wn pove rove pirove, x. 7. X. Supply uévov. The 
precept is not to be taken in an unlimited sense, as excluding all 
interchange of hospitality among the rich, but as recommending 
that more acceptable benevolence in the sight of God, which ex- 
tends itself to those from whom no reward can be expected. In 
this restricted sense the particle jm, like the Hebrew ny, is fre- 
quently employed. See on Maét. ix. 13. Our Lord may possibly 
allude to an Eastern custom which prevails in Arabia to this 
day, where the rich frequently dine in the open air and invite 
the passers by, even of the poorest orders, to partake of the 
meal, that nothing may be left. See also Horne’s Introd. Vol. 
III. p. 204. Sentiments analogous to the precept are found in 
other writers. Cic. Off. I. In collocando beneficio hoc maxime 
officti est, ut quisque maxime opis indigeat, ita et -maxime opt- 
tulari: quod contra fit a plerisque ; a quo enim plurimum spe- 
rant, etiamsi ille his non eget, tamen et potissimum inserviunt. 
Plin. Epist. IX. 30. Volo eum, qui. sit vere liberalis, tribuere 
amicis, sed amicis dico pauperibus: non ut isti, qué ts potissi- 
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mum donant, qui donare maxime possunt. Compare also Hom. 
Od. P. 382. Xen. Sympos. I. 15. Arist. Nicom. VIII.15, Am- 
-mian. Marcel. XIV.6. The verb gwveiv is here, as elsewhere, 
used in the sense of caActv, but a peculiar emphasis has been at- 
tached to it in this place, inasmuch as those who give invitations 
merely from ostentatious motives are wont to speak in a loud 
voice. Some have regarded avricaXetv, which is opposed to it, 
as a Latinism; and so we have in Mart. Epig. I1I.27.1. Nunquam 
me revocas, venias cum sepe vocatus. But Xenophon, as cited 
above, fully establishes the Greek idiom: odre piv we avricdn- 
Onadpevog kaAdsi pé tic. WETSTEIN, HarMER.—[Grotius.] Of 
kaAciv see on Matt. xxii. 3. 


Ver. 14. avaocréoe tev dxalwyv. So dvaoracice rie Cwije, as 
opposed to avdoracic Kpiséwe, John v. 25. The Pharisees only 
acknowledged the resurrection of the just, and our Lord here 
speaks in accordance with their sentiments, though it is clear 
from Matt. xxv. 32. and elsewhere, that there will be a general 
resurrection. They also supposed, as we have elsewhere already 
remarked, that there would be two resurrections, the first of 
which would take place at the Messiah’s appearance. Hence in 
the reply of the guest, the kingdom of God is evidently to be un- 
derstood of the Messiah’s earthly kingdom. Grotius, PEARCE. 
Of the following parable see on Matt. xxii. 1. sqq. where it is 
given more at large. - 


Ver. 18. axé wag. There is here a manifest ellipsis, which 
has been supplied in various ways. Some, comparing Jets iv. 32. 
Phil. i. 27. understand capdiac or Yuxii¢: others suggest dwvije, 
as in Diod. Sic. p. 515. D.: and others, again, &eac, airtac, 
Pipov, &c. But the word omitted is rather yvdune or Bovdje. 
Compare Hom. Il. B. 379. and my note in loc. The omission 
is supplied in Demosth. Philip. IV. p. 147. dav piv ipete dpo- 
Oupaddy tk mag yveune Pirurroyv ayivnobs. Grorius, Wert- 
sTEIN, Bos.—|Hammonp, Licutroot, Dopprivex,| &e. The 
verb rapareiofa: does not signify, as it sometimes does, to re- 
Suse, but to excuse oneself, as in Joseph. Ant. VIII. 8.2. In- 
deed, the expression Exe we wapyTnpévoy is a Latinism, corres- 
ponding exactly with Mart. Epigr. II. 80. Excusatum habeas 
me, rogo: ceenodomi. ‘The phrases avayxiv txw, opus habeo, 
and gpwrw oe, rogo te, are also regarded as Latinisms by the 
generality of commentators; though the former, which recurs in 
Luke xxii. 17. 1 Cor. vii. 87. Heb. vii. 27. Jude 3. is used by 
some of the later Greek authors. In the next verse also Soxi- 
aca is the Roman forensic term probare, which signifies ¢o 
examine a thing in order to ascertain its quality. Cic. in Verr. 
Il. 31. Ut probetur frumentum. Wetstrtw, Grotius, Mt1- 
CHAELIS. It is worthy of remark that there is nothing sinful in 
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_ the various excuses which the guests offered for non-attendance 
at the feast. The engagements which they alleged were in them- 
selves unobjectionable ; but their offence consisted in allowing 
any occupation whatever to interfere with the more urgent and 
important ceremony to which they had been invited. We may, 
and we ought to attend to the duties and concerns of the present 
life, but we must never allow them to interfere with the great 
work of our salvation. 


Ver. 23. avayxasov ciccAOciv. St. Augustin was induced, by 
the obstinacy of the Donatists in the latter part of his life, to in- 
terpret this text in favour of the compulsion of heretics, though 
he had strenuously maintained in his early works, as Justin, 
Athenagoras, Tertullian, Arnobius, and the rest of the Fathers 
had done before him, that none ought to be compelled to a pro- 
fession of their faith. The passage, however, has no relation to 
heretics, but to the unconverted Gentiles; nor is any other than 
moral compulsion or persuasion intended, which is all that a ser- 
vant could exert. In this sense the verb avayxéZayv occurs in 
Matt. xiv. 22. See the note there; and to the examples cited add 
Prov. vii. 21. UXX. Mark vi. 45. Luke xxiv. 29. Acts xvi. 15. 
Gal. ii. 14. 1 Thess. ii. 10. 2 Tim. iv. 2. Cic. de Orat. I. 9. de 
Amic. 8. So also Plutarch, in Brut. p. 993. Aurapeiv Kai Bid- 
Leoba imi Scirvov. Hor. Epist. I. 9. 3. prece cogit. The ex- 
pression, therefore, intimates the affectionate earnestness with 
which Christ invites us to embrace the Gospel, but without any 
sanction, which some would derive from it, to the doctrine of ir- 
resistible grace. Doppripcr, WuiTBy, MaAckniGHrT. 


Ver, 26. ucei rov watrépa. Taken literally, the import of this 
declaration would be not only impious, but impossible: but the 
‘verb jucciv is frequently to be understood in a limited sense, and 
the precept merely intimates that every tie is to be sacrificed, and 
every attachment forsaken which comes into competition with 
Christ and his religion. See on Matt. vi. 24. and on x. 37. where 
the meaning is more clearly expressed. The comparison is to be 
taken in the same light with that of Epictetus, wherein he likens 
mankind to men preparing for a voyage: They may collect shells 
on the shore provided they be ready to go on board at the signal 
for sailing. Compare 1 Cor. vii. 29, 30. Hence, as a man na- 
turally calculates the expense of any undertaking before he em- 
barks in it, or as a king considers his resources before he engages 
in war, so is it necessary for the Christian to prepare his soul for 
temptation in the service of God and Christ : Ecclus. ii. 1. It 
has been suggested, but with little probability, that our Lord 
may here allude to the renunciation which the Jewish proselytes 
made of their Gentile relations. Wuirsy, Grotius, GILPIN. 
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Ver. 28. mbpyov oixoSopijoa. So in Matt. xxi. 33. and hence 
some have imagined that a tower similar to that which is there 
intended, and which were common in the vineyards of the east, 
is here also meant. But from the cost of its erection being the 
subject of especial calculation, it should seem rather to have been 
a turreted mansion; and in nearly the same sense tépyoc is used 
in Luke xiii. 4. So Hor. Od. 1. 4.13. pauperum tabernas, re- 
gumque turres. Liv. XX XIII. 48. Annibal ad suum turrim per- 
venit. The verb WnpiZev signifies to calculate, from ~npoc, a 
pebble, which was used by the ancients in computation. So Rev. 
xiii, 18. dngiodtw rov apiOpov. Herod. II. 36. AoyiGovrar Ph- 
goist. SCHLEUSNER, WersTEIN.—[Dopprip¢E.] — 


Ver. 31. xabicac BovrAcberar. So Virg. Ain. X. 159. Hic 
magnus sedet 4Eneas, secumque volutat Eventus belli varios. 
With this illustration we may also compare the following. Thu- 
cydides: tov ToAguod 76 TapdAoyov doov tort mpiv év avTH YE 
vicar Teodiayvw0e. So Livy: Cum tuas vires, tum vim fortune 
martemque belli communem propone animo. Quinctilian: Prius 
est parare bellum quam exercere. Sallust: Priusquam incipias, 
consulto; et postquam consulueris, mature facto opus est. P. 
Mimus: Diu apparandum est bellum, ut vincas celerius. To 
these may be added Xen. Mem. IV. Pzed. II. Ammian. Marcel. 
XXV. 3. Joseph. B. J. II. 16. 4. Phil. Jud. II. 16. 40. Gro- 
TIus, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 84. wadtov 7d didact x. 7. Ae From a false notion that 
_ this mineral cannot lose its flavour, some haye supposed that 
pure salt is not here intended, but some mixture in which salt 
abounds. But see note on Matt. v. 13. The connexion in this 
place runs thus: ‘ Ye see the necessity of counting the cost and 
hazard of becoming my disciple ; for if ye proceed rashly ye may 
apostatise, and become as unsavoury salt.” In being trodden 
under foot there may be an allusion to excommunicated penitents 
in the primitive Church, who cast themselves on the ground to 
be trampled upon by those who passed them. Ligutroot, WHIT- 
By.—[Hammonp, Le Cuierc.] 





CHAPTER XV. 


Contents :— Parables of the lost sheep, vv. 1—‘. ; of the lost 
ie go money, vv. 8—10.; and of the prodigal son, wv. 


Verse 2. apaprwrove moocdéxerar. Associates with sinners. 
So Arist. Equit. 735, rove piv Kadode re kayabovde ob zp0cd!yet. 
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There is some difference of opinion as to the application of the 
three parables which compose this chapter. Some by ScKxafoue 
inv. 7. understand the Jewish nation, who trusted in themselves 
that they were righteous ; and by awaptwA@ the Gentile world, 
in which sense the word is not unfrequently used in the N. T. 
So also in v. 10.: and under the figure of the prodigal son the 
Gentiles are again supposed to be represented, who were far off 
Srom God, (Ephes. ii. 13.) until admitted to the privileges of the 
Christian covenant, to the great dissatisfaction of the Jews, who 
are represented by the elder brother. A much more natural ap- 
plication arises out of the murmurs of the Pharisees against our 
Lord for holding communication with persons whom they re- 
garded as stnners, and with whom, even though they repented, 
they would not associate. See Tanchuma, p. 3, 2. But as our 
Lord upon another occasion had told them that the whole need 
not a physician, but those that are sick, so he here teaches them 
that there is joy in heaven at the repentance of a sinner, and the 
return of a prodigal; and consequently it is more pleasing in the 
sight of God to attempt their conversion than to forsake their 
company, and thus harden them in their sins. It may be, indeed, 
that cur Lord may have had in view the more extended sense of 
which the parables would afterwards admit, with reference to the 
call of the Gentiles ; and the ancient Fathers have not improperly 
applied them to both cases. At the same time the righteous who. 
need no repentance cannot be taken in an ironical acceptation, since 
there would be no less joy at the conversion of one of these than 
at that of sinners of any other description. The peravoia, trans- 
lated repentance, does not here imply that sorrow for sin, which 
is daily required of the most godly men, but a thorough change 
of mind and conduct, which is necessary to the conversion of an 
habitual sinner. Grotius, Hammonp, DoppripGE, SCHOETT- 
GEN.—[Wuirsy.] Of the particulars of the parable see on 
Matt. xviii. 12. and compare the notes on Matt. ix. 10, 13. It 
seems to have been a custom with the Jews to carry their sheep. 
on their shoulders. See Isatah xl. 11. and compare Tibull. Eleg. 
I. 1. 31. Non agnamve sinu pigeat fetumve capelle Desertum, 
oblita matre, referre domum. The scope of the parable may 
also be illustrated by Eurip. Fragm. Cid. 14. ’Ex roy aéArrwv 
% Xaote psiSwv Bodroe Paveica, padXrov 7} TO TeOTdoKwMEVOY, 
Téove. KurnorL, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 4. ii rb arodwddc. The preposition here properly de- 
notes in search of. Diog. Laert. I. 10. reupOeic wapa tov marpd¢ 
dice ayoov im wodBarov. Kypxe. Of the ellipsis of waddov in 
v. 7. see my note on Hom. Il. A. 116. The parable of the lost 
piece of money has the following parallel in the Jewish writings. 
As a man who has lost any thing lights a candle, and searches 
till he find it, so should we be diligent in seeking for the things 
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of the world to come. So Theoph. Char. 10. rii¢ yuvatkde azo- 
Barotone retyadkov, clog perapépety Ta oxebn, Kal Tac kAivae, 
kat Tac KiSwrode, Kal Spay Ta KaAdppara. WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 12. rd tmtBaAXov péo0c. The portion which falls to my 
share. So Job vi. 11. LXX. Grit cou émiBaddAa 2%) KAnpovouta 
avrne. Compare 1 Macc. x. 30..2 Mace. iii. 3. ix. 16. In the 
same sense the word also occurs in other writers. Herod. IV. 
115, rév ernpdtwy ro eyBadAov. VII. 23. drodaxdvtec yao 
pdotov dcov avtotow éréBadrze. _Demosth. de Cor. p. 212. rig 
trav adArAwy roxne TO ériPBadrXov é~ Hac perecdnpévae THY wOALY. 
Neither the Jewish or Roman law allowed to a father the volun- 
tary distribution of his whole estate. Among the Jews a double 
portion was allotted to the first born, and the remainder was di- 
vided equally among the rest of the children, (Deut. xxi. 17.) 
nor was it unusual to settle his patrimony upon a son during the 
father’s life-time, the latter reserving to himself, as in the present 
instance, so much of the estate as was sufficient for the support 
of the rest of his family. Parkuurst, WetsTEIn, Kypxe, Kur- 
NOEL. 


Ver, 13. cvvayayov aravra. Scil. cic apytoov. Turning it 
all into money. Plutarch. Op. p. 772. C. kAnpovopiay sig apyt- 
olov ovvayaywv. Quinctil. Dial. 5, Cunctas facultates in pretia 
collegi. ‘The verb ciacxoomiZew signifies te squander ; in Latin 
dilapidare. Thus Térence: Priusquam dilapidet nostras vi- 
gintt minas. With respect to the adjective dowroe there can be 
no doubt of its derivation, though all are not agreed respecting 
its precise import. Some understand it actively, of one who can 
save nothing ; but it is certainly preferable to explain it after 
Aristotle, in a passive acceptation, rov d¢ avrov amodAbpevov. 
He adds, Ethic. IV. 1. Soxet d? drdActad Tic abrod sivat Kal % THe 
ovatac P0opa, we rou Civ dia TobTWY bvToOe. Soph. Aj. 190. 
acwrov yeveag. Schol. ric &eXove cai owWlecOar pw) Svvauévne. 
The E. T. riotous living fully expresses the meaning of the ori- 
ginal. Cic. de Fin. Il. 8. Nolim enim mihi fingere asotos, ut 
soletis, qui in mensam vomant, et qui de conviviis auferantur, 
crudique postridie se rursus ingurgitent ; qui solem, ut aiunt, 
nee occidentem unquam viderint nec orientem: qui consumptis 
patrimoniis egeant ; nemo nostrum istius generis asotos jucunde 
putat vivere, &c. &c. &c. Aul, Gell. VII. 11. Nequam hominem 
nihilt neque ret neque frugis bone, quod genus Greci fere tiow- 
Tov, 7) axdAacTov; 7 axosiov, ij KaxdTpoTor, 7) jutapov vocant. 
WETSTEIN, GROTIUS. 


Ver. 15. Bdoxev yotpouc. As the Jews were forbidden to eat 
swine, so the care of these animals was considered an employment 
at variance with their religion, so that the occupation in which he 
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was engaged is a moving circumstance in the picture of the pro- 
digal’s distress. Thus in Sola, p. 49, 2. Cursed is he that 
Jeedeth swine. A similar antipathy prevailed among the Egyp- 
tians, as related in Herod. II. 27.; and the office of a swineherd, 
though no religious scruples intervened, was looked upon with 
the greatest contempt among Heathen nations. Mart. Epigr. 
X. 11. Dispeream, ni tu Pyladi prebere matellam Dignus es, 
aut porcos pascere. PEARCE, WeETSTEIN. Of the verb codAao- 
@a:, which here signifies to attach oneself to another, scil. as a 
servant, see on Matt. xix. 5. 


Ver. 16. xat treBiperyeutoa x. r.X. The interpreters for the 
most part have been used to understand this passage as if the 
desire was not gratified ; but as the prodigal had the care of the 
swine he could have had no difficulty, except on the score of con- 
science, to supply himself with a portion of their food; and as 
he had made no scruple of violating his religion in undertaking 
the charge, he would scarcely have been deterred from purloining 
his necessary subsistence, the wages allowed by his master being 
insufficient to supply his wants. Hence it seems that éaiOupety 
should be rendered to be fain, to be content, of which sense several 
instances may be adduced from the classics ; and so it should also 
be taken in Lwke xvi. 21. and in Isaiah i. 29. lviii. 2. LXX. 
Thus Lys. Orat. 24. émiQupety tov rapdvtwy vuvi reayparwr, 
to be content with the present position of affairs. In the ensuing 


member of the sentence there is an ellipsis of gayeiv. The sense 


runs thus: And yet, though he was reduced to this extremity, 
no one gave him aught to eat. CAMPBELL, Grotius, MAcKNIGHT. 
—(Kutnoet. | 

Ibid. xepatiwv. E.T. husks: by which have been understood 
the pods of peas or beans, or some other leguminous vegetable. 
The commentators, however, are now pretty generally agreed 
that the fruit of the carob tree (ceratonia siliquosa, Linn.) is in- 
tended, of which the fruit is still used in the East for feeding 
swine. It is also called S¢. John’s bread, from a popular notion 
that it formed part of the Baptist’s food in the wilderness. In 
Plin. N. H. XV. 28. it is called the Egyptian fig; and so 
Hesych. xceparwvia’ ov Aiyéarov. The rind, which is some- 
times eaten by the poorer classes, is sweet, but mealy, and some- 
what indigestible. Hence Vajikra Rabba: R Acha said, A Jew 
must eat carobs in order to repentance. Again in Tanchuma, p. 
258, 1. I should prefer the land of Israel, were the wildest ca- 


robs my only food. Compare Hor. Epist. 11. 1. 123. Vivit sili- 


quis et pane secundo. Pers. Sat. IIT. 55. Séliquis et grandi 
pasta polenta. See also Galen, de Med. Situp. 1. Theoph. Hist. 
Plant. I. 18. 1V. 1. Some have incorrectly imagined that the 
fruit intended was a kind of wild chesnut. CAMPBELL, GROTIUS, 
WETSTEIN, SCHOETTGEN.—[DoppRInGE. | 
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Ver. t'7. ee gavrdv 2\0dv. Coming to himself. ‘The formula 
is used of a recovery from insanity, delirium, or any mental de- 
lusion whatsoever. Diod. Sic. XIII. 95. rote Aoyispote sic 
Eavtove éoyopevot. Arrian. Epict. 31. drav sic ceavtov EAOne. 
Hor. Epist. I. 2. 137. Eapulit elleboro morbum, bilemque me- 
raco, Et redit adsese. Lucret. [V. 994. Donec discussis redeant 
erroribus ad se. 1016. Exterrentur, et ex somno quasi mentibw 
capti Vie ad se redeunt. In Acts xii. 11. the phrase yevéoOa: év 
avr, which is found also in Xen. Anab. I. 5. 15. has precisely 
the same meaning. WertsTEIN, Kypxe. In the next verse ov- 
oavoc is substituted for Ozdc, as in Matt. xxi. 25. Compare Dan. 
iv. 23. 1 Mace. iii. 18. LX X, where the Hebrew is M1 1995, 
Grotivs. 


Ver. 20. inémecey imi tov toaxndov. In token of affection 
and reconciliation. Compare Gen. xxxiii. 4. xlv. 14. Tobit xi. 8. 
Acts xx. 87. So Hom. Od. ¥. 207. Aaxptcaca & trav’ iddec 
Spdpev, audit d xeipac Acion BAAN ’Odvoni. Ter. And. I. 1.110. 
Rejecit se in illum flens quam familiariter. WeTsTEIN, WAKE- 
FIELD. Of the verb omAayxviZecba see on Matt. ix. 36. The 
idea in which the word originated prevailed generally among the 
ancients. Eur. Orest. 1200. Kai vv don, ro tewrov iv Todde 
maon, Xodvy paddbew orAayxvov. Ovid. Epist. I. 90. Vescera 
nostra tue dilaniantur opes. Compare also Aisch. Prom. 729. 
Eur. Med. 220. Juv. Sat. XIII. 14. 


Ver. 22. riv oroAjv tiv towrnv. The first, i.e. the best robe : 
as in Rom. iii. 2. x. 19. 1 Tim. i. 15. So Ezra xxvii. 22. LXX. 
pera TOWTwWY Hovoparwy. Athen. V. p. 197. B. rabrac & apopi- 
rato. aroveyéeie UTéctowvTO THE ToewTne éoéac. Joseph. Ant. 
XIII. 5.4. ra mowra pipa xoiduevor. In the same manner 
primus is used in Ter. Adelph. V. 2. 4. Justin. II. 9. The robe, 
the ring, and the shoes were marks of distinction in the East. 
See Gen. xli. 43. 1 Mace. vi. 16. James ii. 2. and Horne’s In- 
trod. Vol. III. p. 406. So Plaut. Casin. Si effixis hoc, soleas 
tibi dabo, et annulum in digito Aureum, et bona plurima. With 
the killing of the fatted calf we may compare Hom. Od. Z. 414. 
"AEP tov Tov do.orov, iva Ectvy tepebaw TnrsdaTw. Hor. Epist. 
I. 3. 36. Pascitur in vestrum reditum votiva juvenca. GROTIUsS, 
WetstrIn, Butxuey. Of the verb Oey see on Matt. xxii. 4. 


Ver, 24. vexpdc iv, kat avélnoe. Some understand the father 
as speaking of his son in relation to himself, or to his own igno- 
rance whether he was alive or dead. But the expression is rather 
to be understood of a spiritual death and resuscitation. 'Theo- 
phylact: véxomow piv kal arw@deav pnot tiv ard Tie auagrlac 
avalmwow é Kal eVoEcty, THY ad TIE pEravotac. Compare Rom. 


iv. 19. Ephes. ii. 1. v. 14.1 Tim. v. 6. 1 John iii. 14. Rev. iii. 1. 
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and see the note on Matt. viii. 22. The Jews have a proverb, 
Lil men, while they live, are dead; and the Arabs, The living 
dead man is truly dead. Pythagoras also, in order to intimate 
that one who had deserted his school of philosophy was morally 
dead, set up a coffin inhis room. We have a similar metaphor in 
a fragment of Menander, preserved by Eustathius: ”AvOowze, 
Tépvat Trw oe Hola Kat vexooc, Nuvt 62 wAoureic. So Cic. post 
redit. in Senat. 9. Qui me a morte ad vitam, a desperatione ad 
spem, ab exitio ad salutem revocavit. So in v. 27. iy.alvovra 
is to be understood of morad sanity; or, at least, as including 
this as well as bodily health, Hammonp, Kypxe, Werstern.— 
[RosENMULLER, KuINoEL. ] 


Ver. 29. ised, rocavra ?rn x. t.X. This point in the parable 
is not to be overpressed in favour of the Pharisees or of the 
Jewish nation; but, allowing them to be as righteous as they 
pretended, it was no reason for their rejecting a penitent sinner. 
Tertullian observes: Posuit Christus ergo illos in parabola, esse, 
non quales erant, sed quales esse debuerant. ‘The father inti- 
mates in his reply that there is no just cause of complaint to the 
righteous, because the penitent are received into favour. As the 
joyful welcome given to the younger son did not lead to the dis- 
inheritance of the elder, so neither will God, out of partial fond- 
ness for a repentant sinner, raise him to a higher state of glory 
than those who have made greater progress in holiness, and done 
him more constant and faithful service. Grotius, Lz CiERc, 
DoppRIDGE. 


Ver. 30. 6 xarapaywy cov Tov Biov. We have the same me- 
taphor in Hom. Od. O. 10. uh rot card wavta paywou, Kripara 
Sacodmevot. Alschin. c. Timarch. ei ovtoc wemdpvevké Te, kal Ta 
TaTpwa KaTEoHooKe, Kal ov pdvov Katépaysv, aXdN’, ei oidv 7 
eimeiy, katémiev. AEsop. Fr. véoc dowroc xatapaywy ta mTaTpwa. 
Ter. Eun. II. 2. 4. Patria qui abligurierat bona. Hor. Sat. If. 
3. 122. Filius ut ebibat heres. We read of a maxim of Solon in 
D. Laert. I. 55. av rie xy TeépyN TOdE yoviéac arog EoTW, adda 
kat 6 Ta TaTe@a KaTEdnooKwe ; and, accordingly, a law is cited in 
ZEschin. c. Timarch. §. 30. to the effect that no person of this 
character should be allowed to speak in the assembly. Wer- 
STEIN, WOLF. 
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CHAPTER XVI. 


Contents :— The parable of the unjust steward, vy. 1—13. 
The Pharisees reproved, vv. 14—18. The parable of Dives 
and Lazarus, vv. 19—3é1. 


Verse 1. avOowmde tie x. tr. X. There is a parable very like 
this in D. Kimchi on Isaiah xl. 21. though our Lord has im- 
proved it greatly, and rendered the circumstances more striking 
and impressive. The whole world is like unto a house; heaven 
is its roof, the stars its lamps, and the fruits of the earth the 
table spread. The owner and builder of this house is the Holy 
blessed God; and man is his steward, into whose hands the bu- 
siness of the house ts committed. If he considers in his heart 
that the master keeps his eye constantly over him, and he, there- 
fore, acts wisely, he shall find favour in the eyes of his master ; 
but if the master find wickedness in him, he shall remove him 
Srom his stewardship. The foolish steward does not think of 
this, §c. §c. §c. LigutTFoot, A. Cuarke. The verb dcaadAcev 
does not always imply calumny ; but, as here, it is used of a true 
accusation in Numb. xxii. 22.2 Mace. iii. 11. LXX. Diod. Sic. 
p- 269. D. Joseph. Ant. VI. 10. 2. The phrase awodovva 
~ Aédyov, to give an account, occurs in Matt. xii. 86, Acts xix. 40. 
Heb, xiii. 17. 1 Pet. iv. 5. So Plat. Pheed..§. 8. duiv 8? roic 
dukaoraic BotrAopa Tov Adyov amodovva. SCHLEUSNER, KYPKE, 


Raruetius. Of the use of ddvaua, in the next verse, see on 
Mark ii. 19. 


Ver. 3. oxémrew ovix ioxtw, «. 7. X. As the labour of digging 
seems to have been regarded by the ancients as most servile 
and laborious, so begging was looked upon as mean and dis- 
graceful. Aristoph. Av. 1432. ri yap 740; oxdwrey yde ovK 
ériorauat. Eurip. Rhes. 176. caxat yewoyeiv xeipec cb re0pap- 
pévat. Pausan. Arcad. p. 695. Aaxedapoviwy ot aiyuddwror 7d 
-medlov Teyearae Eoxarrov. Quintil. Decl. 9. Quid vis porro 
Jaciam? Agrestia opera? Delicatior, quod a fortuna non didici. — 
Also Tyrtzeus: wrwysbev mdvtwy tor’ avinodtarov. The verb 

-yeyvooxew signifies to resolve in the next verse; and so it occurs 
in Diod. Sic. LV. 57. Plutarch. Lycurg. §. 3. Eur. Dan. fr. 43. 
Alciph. Epist. I. 25. Grorrus, Evsner, Wetstern, ScuLEus- 
NER. Before déwvrac we must supply d&vOpwzo, or perhaps 
Xoewperrérat. 


Ver. 6. sxarov Barove tdatov. A hundred baths of oil. The 
bath, A, was the largest measure of capacity among the He- 
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brews, except the Homer, of which it was the tenth part: Ezek. 
xl. 11. 14. It was equal to the ephah, containing about seven and 
a half English gallons. In the E. T. Barog in this, and xédpoe in 
the next verse, are rendered by the same general term, measure. 
But the cor, 13, was the largest Hebrew dry measure, as the 
Homer was for liquids; each containing about seventy-five gal- 
lons. According to Joseph. Ant. XV. 9. 2. the cor was equi- 
valent to ten Attic medimni, or bushels. Hence there may have 
been no partiality manifested in the reduction to each of the 
debtors respectively, inasmuch as twenty cors of wheat were, in 
all probability, equal in value to fifty baths of oil. The word 
yoauma signifies a bond or engagement, and is properly rendered 
by cautio in the Vulgate. In this sense it is also used in Joseph. 
Ant. XVIII. 6. 3. It should seem to have been a custom with 
tenants, who paid the rent due to the landlord in the produce of 
the land, to have signed a bond for the payment, which was coun- 
tersigned by the steward. To prevent any appearance of forgery, 
therefore, the debtors or tenants are desired by the steward to 
execute their bonds afresh. Some, indeed, have supposed that 
no injustice was meditated in these latter proceedings, the steward 
intending to make up from his own resources the balance which 
he deducted from the accounts of the debtors. But, not to men- 
tion that in such a case he would have let the accounts remain 
unaltered, the drift of the parable does not seem to admit of such 
an interpretation. By changing the bills he cunningly made the 
debtors his accomplices in the fraud, providing at the same time 
against his detection, and for ensuring his favour with those whom 
he fraudulently benefitted. That his master appears, from v. 8., 
to have discovered his guilt is no argument for his not wishing to 
deceive him. Doppripeér, A. CLarxe.—[Macxnient. | 


Ver. 8. 6 xbp.oc. Scil. rod oixovoyov. Of the scope of this 
passage see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 404. 534, ‘The ehil- 
dren of this world are those who mind worldly things, and the 
children of light axe those who are enlightened by religious wis- 
dom, and regard worldly things so far only as they may subserve 
the great purpose of salvation, and become the instruments of 
good to others. Hence, the application of the parable is clearly 
deducible from our Lord’s injunction in the following verse. 
Those who desire the rewards of heaven should be as assiduous 
in securing them by a proper application of their worldly advan- 
tages, as the steward was in making friends by ¢mproper means; 
and as studious in laying up for themselves treasures in heaven, 
as the worldly-minded usually are in encreasing their earthly 
stores. A. CLARKE, Le Cierc, Wuitsy, &c. The word yevea 
in this passage has been variously interpreted; some understand- 
ing it in its literal and others in a metaphorical acceptation. 
Among the latter, condition, conduct, disposition, &c. have been 
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assigned to it, but without any valid confirmation from similar 
usage. The safest way, therefore, seems to be to understand. it 
literally, so that the import of cic tiv yevedy will be as respects 
their generation, i.e. the age in which they live. Compare Matt. 
xi. 16. xxiii. 36. Luke i. 48, ix. 41. xi. 29. Acts viii. 33. and 
elsewhere. Parkuurst, RosENMULLER, KuInoEL.—[GRoTIUs, 
CampPBELL, &c. | 


Ver. 9, te rov papwva tig ddutac. For papwva ddixov. So 
in v. 8. olxovduor tie dduclac. Compare also Luke xviii. 6. The 
epithet wxrighteous, as applied to riches, does not seem to imply 
acquired by injustice, though some commentators understand it 
in this sense. It is true, indeed, that the corresponding expres- 
sion Wpwt td! is used by the Targumist on 1 Sam. viii. 3. xi. 
3. 2 Sam. xiv. 14. Prov. xv. 27. Isaiah v. 23. and elsewhere, to 
signify unjust gain. The Rabbins held also, that those who 
were unable to make restitution, from ignorance of the persons 
they had wronged, should appease the justice of God by paying 
the amount into the synagogue for the service of the poor. It 
cannot for a moment be imagined, however, that our Lord’s ad- 
vice will admit of this interpretation; so that those who think 
that the texture of the parable sanctions the meaning, apprehend 
it to be spoken in a general sense in relation to the means by 
which wealth is too frequently acquired in the world. But it is 
clearly better, in this instance, to render aducoc, deceitful, not to 
be relied on, for in v. 11. rq adikw wauwv@ is contrasted, not with 
7d Oixaov, but with rd ddAnO.voy, the former relating to earthly 
treasure, the latter to heavenly. We have a similar opposition 
in Rom. ii. 8. 1 Cor. xiii. 6.; and &uxoce and déikla are used for 

Jalse and falsehood in Deut. xix. 18. Job xxvii. 24. Psalm xxvi. 
6. Jerem. v.31. Ezek. xxiii. 7. Hos. xii. 7. Amos viii. 5. LXX. 
John vii. 18. viii. 46.2 Thess. x. 12. So also Eurip. Elect. 948. 
‘H yao pbatc Sixatoc, ov TA Yohmara’ “H psy yao alist Tapapévove 
aipe kaka’ ‘O & 6ABoe aducoe, Kai pera okay Evvedr, E&érrar’ 
oikwv, oukodv dvOjcac yodvov. Virg. Georg. II. 460. Fundit 
humo facilem victum justissima tellus. 'The opposite of this last 
citation is tellus nunquam mentita colono, Sil. Ital. VII. 60. 
Hammonp, Le Crerc, Campsent, WersTrern, Kutnort, 
Pearce, WakeEFrieLp.—[Licutroor, Wuitsy.] With ézkdAt- 
wnre there is an ellipsis of rov Biov or rs Ziv. The former is 
supplied, Lys. Orat. VIII. 4. Alciph. Ep. III. 28. Dion. Hal. 
A. R. I. 54., and the latter in 3 Mace. ii. 23. Polyb. II. 41. Of 
the verb used in this sense absolutely, we have examples in Gen. 
xxv. 8. xxxv. 29. xlix. 33. Psalm civ. 29. Job xiii. 19. xiv. 11. 
Jerem. xiii. 17. 22. Lam. i. 20. Wisd. v. 13. Judith vii. 22e 
LXX. So Apoll. Bibl. IIL. 4. 2. Seuérne 82 ded rov poop é- 
AuTrobone. Joseph. B. J. IV. 1. 9. Xdaone Karakelwevoe Kat vo-~ 
onArcbousvoe zkAstre. Eur. Hipp. 860. 2Aurec, EXurec, © pita 
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yuvaov. Schol. rd fume dvi rov dréOavec* Prue 75 Cav. 
In the same way the Latins use deficere, as in Justin. XII. 15. 
8. Cum deficere eum amici viderent. In this passage the word 
was probably selected by our Lord to preserve the analogy be- 
tween death and the steward’s discharge from office. Some 
would supply rod pauwva, but the ellipsis is unauthorised, and 
does not suit well with the context. Wurrsy, Wersremn, Camp- 
BELL, WAKEFIELD.—[Grotius, Kypxe.] ; 

Ibid. Swvra. The nominative to be supplied before this 
verb is matter of contention among the critics. Some understand 
the poor, of whom the relief afforded by the unrighteous mammon 
had made friends; and in support of this opinion they cite a 
dogma of the Rabbins: The rich assist the poor in this world 
by their wealth, and the poor assist the rich in the world to 
come with their souls and bodies. So Jerome: Non memini me 
legere mala morte mortuum, qui libenter opera charitatis exer- 
cuit : habet enim multos intercessores, et impossibile est multorum 
preces non exaudirt. Ina sense nearly similar honouring fa- 
ther and mother is said to be the cause of long life, Exod. xx. 
12. Others imagine that the angels are intended, in reference 
to our Lord’s declaration in Matt. xxiv. 31.: and others, again, 
that @iAor should be supplied from the preceding member of the 
sentence, where ¢iAovc, in the plural, is supposed to refer to 
God. A great objection to all these hypotheses is their uncer- 
tainty, and it is, therefore, better to consider déwvra: as used im- 
personally.” See on Matt. i. 23. Luke xii. 20. Hammonp, 
Wuirsy, RosENMULLER. —[Grotius, Mrpr, ScHOETTGEN, 
Biackwatt, Kuinoex, &c.|] An objection has been raised to 
the use of the word oxnvai in this verse, as it properly implies a 
tent or tabernacle raised for temporary purposes; it signifies, 
however, a building generally, not only in Acts xv. 16. but in 
Polyb. XII. 9.4. XXXI. 22.2. So the Vulgate in Hsdr. ii. 11. 
dabo eis tabernacula eterna. Compare also Rev. xii. 12. xii. 6. 
ScHLEUSNER, RapHELIUS.—[Marxk.anb. | 


Ver. 10. 6 mioroc ev Zdaxlorw, x. 7. A. This is a proverbial 
saying, to which there are many parallel in the Rabbinical writ- 
ings. The application follows in the next verse: ‘‘ As he who 
is unfaithful in small matters is not worthy to have the charge of 
a more important trust, so those who have misapplied their earthly 
riches, which are merely committed to them by God as stewards, 
and for which they must give an account, will be considered as unfit 
for the riches of heaven, which, if bestowed, would be perpetually 
their own, and which no one could take from them.” Thus in Sche- 
moth R. §. 2. God never bestows largely upon men until he has 
proved them in smaller concerns ; after which he raises them to 
higher stations. In v. 12. ddXorpiy is rendered by the E. T. ano- 
ther man’s, whereas God, not man, is intended, to whom the riches 
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and other advantages in our possession properly belong. In the 
same sense ra dAXérova is used in Phil. Jud. II. 77. 38. Hence 
Clem. Rom. II. 5. ra xoopixad ravta we adX6rpta nyeioba, Kat 
wy éxOupsiv adrov. Compare Eur. Phoen. 558. Arrian. Epict. 
I. 1. U1. 16. III]. 24. IV. 5. To these ra tyuérepa are opposed, 
as belonging to the inheritance which shall last for ever, eternal 
in the heavens. Thus propria and aliena are contrasted. by the 
Latins. Phad. Fab. 1. 4. Amiéétit meriio propria, qui aliena 
appetit. Compare also Hor. Sat. II. 2. 129. Nam _ proprie tel- 
luris herum natura neque illum, Nec me, nec quemquam statuit. 
Nune ager Umbreni sub nomive, nuper Ofellt Dicius, erit nulla 
proprius; séd cedet in usum Nune mihi, nune alii. Epist. I. . 
2. 270. Tangram sit proprium, puncto quod mobilis hore, Nune 
prece, nunc pretio, nvne vi, nune sorte suprema Permutat do- 
minos, et cedit in altera jura. BP. Syrus: Né proprium ducas, 
guod amiiti potest. Hence Donatus on Ter. Andr. IV. 3. Bona 
aierna vocantur propria; bona vero hujus vite aliena. WuitTsy, 
Grotius, SCHOETTGEN, WETSTEIN. Ofv. 13. see on Matt. vi. 


24, The connexion in this place is readily discernible. “f 


Ver. 14, tEeuverhoisov. They sneered; or rather, according 
to an expression of our own, turned up their noses at him. The 
derivation is from puxrie, nasus. ‘The Latins also had a similar 
expression. Thus Hor. Sat. 1.6. 5. Naso suspendere adunco. 
Pers. Sat. I. 40. Rides :—et nimis uncis Naribus indulges. We 
meet with the verb again in Luke xxiii. 35. and in Psalm ii. 4, 
xxii. 7. Prov. xv. 20. LXX, but very rarely in the classic writers. 
It is found, however, in Stobeeus, and in a fragment of Menander, 
cited by Plutarch; and Lysias is cited in J. Pollux, II. 78. as 
likewise employing it. KypKr, WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 15. Sixaotvrec éavtotce. This phrase clearly denotes 
those who arrogate to themselves a superiority of virtue which 
they do not possess. Compare Luke x. 29. The arts by which 
the Pharisees gained a reputation of exalted piety among their 
countrymen are sufficiently exposed by our Lord in Matt. xxiii. 
Of the three following verses see on Matt. xi. 13. v. 18. 32. re- 
spectively. Their connexion in this place is not so apparent, 
and some have supposed that they were spoken upon another oc- 
casion, and inserted here as detached observations; upon closer 
examination, however, they appear to have arisen out of the te- 
nour of our Lord’s discourse. ‘‘ Your reputed sanctity among 
men isan abomination to God, who knows the heart, and reads 
therein hypocrisy and covetousness. The dispensation of the 
Gospel, which opened with the preaching of John, will place the 
precepts and ceremonies of the law, which your traditions have 
perverted and misapplied, in their true and proper light; and 
teach mankind that not one tittle shall fail. Take, for instance, 
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the commandment respecting adultery, which you have contrived 
to evade, and your evasion of which, though it may not affect 
your character in the sight. of the world, is abomination in the 
sight of God.” Having thus unntasked their hypocrisy, our Lord 
returns to his subject, and dissuades his hearers from the abuse 
of riches, and indulgence in worldly pleasures, by the parable of 
the rich man and Lazarus. Grorius, Wurrsy, DoppripcE.— 
[Hammonp, Kutnoet.] 
‘ 2 

Ver. 19. dv@pwroe 8é t1¢ K. tr. X. Some of the ancient Fa- 
thers, and among them Irenzus (III. 62.) and Tertullian (De 
Anim. §§. 7, 9.) have looked upon this narration as a real history, _ 
while others have considered it as founded upon fact. The rich 
man has been identified with Herod and with Caiaphas, but upon 
no other grounds*for the supposition than the sumptuous fare and | 
purple dress. See on Matt. xxvii. 28. The description, how- 
ever, has all the appearance of a parable, and as such it was 
esteemed by Theophilus, and the moderns generally have con- 
curred in his opinion. Lazarus too, though a name of some fre-_ 
quency among the Jews, is here most probably fictitious, and de- 
scriptive of the destitute condition in which the poor man is re- 
presented to have been. It may either be the Hebrew Eleazer, 
which signifies God my helper, or rather, perhaps, TV N5, lo 
azer, a helpless person. Be it further remarked, that a parable 
in many respects similar is to be found in the Talmud. Wuirsy, 
Licutroot, DopprincE, Kutnoex. Of the verb 23¢BAnro, in 
the next verse, see on Matt. viii. 6. 


Ver. 21. ériBupov xootac0iva. Content to be fed. See on 
Luke xv. 16. It does not appear that he was refused the crumbs, 
and, indeed, had this been the case it would scarcely have been 
omitted in the rebuke of Abraham. The rich man’s sins were 
carelessness and negligence rather than meditated exhumanity.° 
By the law he was bound to have provided for the care and 
maintenance of so wretched an outcast, instead of indulging in 
luxury and sensuality while the duties of humanity were unre- 
garded. See Deut. xv.'7. and compare Prov. iii. 27. Isaiah viii. 
3. CAMPBELL, KUINOEL. 

Ibid. XG Kat of Kbvec k. 7. X. This circumstance has been 

scarded by some as an alleviation rather than an addition to his 
calamity. The tongue of the dog is, indeed, sometimes looked 
upon as endued with healing properties, and the animal has been 
said to be moved with pity at distress. Justin. I. 4. 11. Motus 
et ipse misericordia, qua motum etiam canem viderat. But, 
from the general tenor of the parable, the incident is clearly re- 
corded to shew that his ulcers lay bare, and were neither closed, 
or bound up, or mollified with ointment, (Isaiah i.6.) Besides, 
the connecting particles dAAd@ kat, which are correctly rendered 
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in the E. T. moreover, clearly imply an increase of suffering. 
Compare Luke xii. 7. xxiv. 22. Doppripce.—[WETSTEIN. | 


Ver. 22. drevex Ova adrov wd rev dyyéwv kK. T. d. This 
may possibly be only an ornamental circumstance in the parable, 
in accordance with the popular opinion of the Jews, who assigned 
this office to good angels ; and it is an office well suited to their 
benevolent natures and the condition of a departed spirit. Thus 
in Kalaim, p. 32. 3. Holy men would fain have R. Judah stilt 
in the land of the living, but the angels took him away. Hence 
the Targum on Cant. IV. 12. None but the just can enter Pa- 
radise, whither their souls are carried by angels. A somewhat 
similar notion prevailed among the Heathen, who invested Mer- 
cury with the office. Soph. Aj. 843. cake 0 apa Tloumatov 
‘Eopiy xOdviov e& p? xoutoa. Hor. Od. I. 10. 17. Tu pias 
letis animas reponis Sedibus. By Abraham’s bosom the Jews 
understood Paradise. Kiddushim, p.72.1. This day Ada Bar 
Ahava sits in Abraham’s bosom. So Joseph. de Maccab. §. 13. 
ovTw yao Oavdévracg juac ’"ABoadp, Kat Ioadk, Kat "Tako d7ro0- 
dtEovrat cic Tove KbATOve avtwyv. Of the import of the expres- 
sion see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 398. and compare Matt. 
viii. 11. Ligntroot, Werste1n, Dopprivce, WHITBY. 


Ver. 23. év Gy. See on Matt. xi. 23. From this passage, 
however, it has been argued that Hades here at least denotes the 
place of torment. The Jews, however, as well as the Greeks, 
represent the receptacle of departed souls as divided into two 
parts, the abodes of the blessed lying contiguous to those of the 
damned, and separated only by an impassable river or gulf, in 
such sort that the ghosts could converse with one another from its 
opposite banks. One of the Rabbins thought that a wall se- 
parated them; and it is said in Midras Choheleth, p. 103. on © 
ficclus. vii. 14. God hath set one against the other at the dis- 
tance of a hand-breath. In Midras Ruth, p. 44. 2. is the fol- 
lowing parable: . There are wicked men, who are united in this 
world ; but one of them repents, the other doth not: so the one is 
found standing in the assembly of the just, the other in the as- 
sembly of the wicked. The one seeth the other, and saith, Woe 
and alas! §c. §&c. §c. So in the parable of our Lord, souls 
whose bodies were buried know each other, and converse toge- 
ther, as if they had been embodied; and the Pagans in like 
manner introduce departed souls, as if in possession of their 
bodily functions, conversing, and following pursuits, and sensible 

_to pains and pleasures analogous to those of life. The parable 
er the wicked as tormented in flames; and the Grecian 
“nythologists fix them in Periphlegethon, a river of fire. Compare 
Hesiod. Theog. 720. sqq. Hom. Il. ©. 13. Virg. Ain. VI. 577. 
VIII. 243, Diod. Sic. I. 96. Plat. Phaed. T. I. p. 253. Lucian. 
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de Luct. §. 2. Plutarch. ‘de Sera Num. Vind. p. 565. E. de Gen. 
Sac. p. 590. Joseph. B. J. II. 8. 14. Ant. XVIII. 13. Hence 
the rich man and Lazarus may have been equally in Hades, 
though in different departments of it. If, as some have thought 
from these coincidences, the parable is formed upon these popular 
prejudices, it does not, therefore, follow that our Lord approved 
ofthem. In parabolical discourses, provided the doctrines incul- 
cated are strictly true, the terms in which they are inculcated may 
be adapted to the prevailing ideas of those to whom they are ad- 
dressed. Among the doctrines here enforced we may safely rely 
on these :—that the soul is immortal, and exists in a separate and 
conscious state after its dissolution from the body;—that future 
rewards and punishments will be apportioned not only with re- 
ference to sins committed, but duties omitted ;—that future mi- 
sery, of whatever nature it may be, will be eternal and irrevo- 
cable ; that a sufficiency of light is afforded by the Gospel, and 
that, if men are not enlightened thereby, they would not be 
persuaded by any extraordinary illumination, which could be 
afforded consistently with the freedom of the human will. On 
other points, therefore, which it has pleased God for the wisest 
reasons to veil in mystery, St. Augustin has well observed: 
Melius est dubitare de occultis, quam litigare de incertis. Macx- 
NIGHT, Grotius, Le Cierc, DoppripGE, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 24, warep "ABoadu. This appellation is in strict keeping 
with the Jewish prejudices respecting their descent from Abra- 
ham. See on Matt. iii. 9. By the Patriarch’s reply in the next 
verse we are by no means to infer that the mere possession of 
this world’s goods was the cause of the rich man’s torments. It 
was his abuse of his possessions, and his applying the good 
things which he received to his own exclusive gratification, for 
which he was thus severely visited. The expression aroAaBeiv 
ra aya0é cov is a Rabbinism. He who shall pass, says the 
Talmud, through forty days without chastisement, hath received 
this world; a full and abundant reward for all the good that he 
hath done here. Wuttsy, Hammonp. 


Ver. 31. & Mwotwe x. r. X. Though Moses does not per- 
haps expressly assert a future state of rewards and punishments, 
yet the facts recorded by him contain unanswerable arguments in 
proof of it, and the prophets speak plainly of it in many places. 
See Psalm xvi. 9. sqq. xvii. 15. xxiii. 6, xlix. 14. Ixxiii, 17. sqq. 
Prov. xiv. 32. Eccles. iti. 17. 21. xi. 9. xii. 7. 13. Ezek, xviii. 
19. sqq. Our Lord here asserts that it was not the want of evi- 
dence, but their sinful addiction to worldly pleasures, which 
darkened the understandings, and biassed the minds of the Jews 
against the reception of the Gospel; and we have two striking 
instances of the truth of his declaration. In the raising of ano- 
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ther Lazarus from the dead, (John xi. 46.) and in the circum- 
stances attending his own resurrection, to which he seems more 
especially to allude, he afforded a far more convincing proof of 
his divine mission than any such apparition as is here referred 
to could have been. We may observe that Moses and the pro- 
phets was an usual designation for the body of the J ewish Scrip- 
tures, as read in the Synagogues every Sabbath day. (See Horne.) 
Ligutroot, DoppRIDGE, GRoTIUs. 





CHAPTER XVII. 


Contents :—On forgiveness of injuries, and man’s unprofitable 
service, vv. 1—10. The ten lepers, vv. 11—19. The sudden 
approach of Christ's kingdom, vv. 20—37. 


Verse 1. avévdexrév ort. It is impossible. So Luke xiii. 33. 
ovk évotyerat. The adjective is found in no other author. With 
AvoureAci, in the next verse, there is an ellipsis of waAAov, which 
is supplied in Lys. Orat. XII. tynoapevor tatta paddov Avor- 
reAsiv, 7} woAdtr@v x. 7. A. Of the precepts with which the 
chapter commences see on Matt. xviii. 6. 21. There is an illus- 
tration of the proverb in v. 2. in Kiddushim, p. 29. 2. Samuel 
saith, A man-may marry and after that devote himself to the 
study of the law. R. Jochanan saith, No: shall he devote him- 
self to the study of the law with a mill-stone about his neck. 
Compare also Arist. Equit. 1360. ”Apae peréwoor, é¢ 70 Baoaloov 
tuBaro, "Ex tov Adpvyyoc éxkpsudoa iTéoBorov. GROTIUS, 
WetsteEIn, Licgntroot, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 5. wodobec hulv miorw. Unless there is no connexion 
between the several precepts here delivered, the increase of faith 
seems to have been solicited by the Apostles with a view to be ena- 
bled to comprehend the nature and extent of the forgiveness re- 
commended in the last verse. But those commentators are pro- 
bably correct, who maintained that our Lord’s discourse is here 
composed of detached precepts, in which no connexion is in- 
tended or required. Hammonp, Grotius.—[WetsTEIN, WuIT- 
By.| Of the next verse see on Matt. xvii. 20. xxi. 21. Some 
suppose that cuxauvoc, the sycamine, is the same tree with ov- 
kopopéa, the sycamore, which is mentioned in Luke xix. 4.; and 
so Galen (de Aliment. II.) and Athenzus. Others, however, 
distinguish between them, and contend that the former has no 
connexion with ovxén, the fig-tree, but is purely Syrian POpW. 
Dioscorides and Celsus call it the mulberry-tree ; and it is ren- 
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dered morus in the Latin Vulgate. So also the Arabic, Syriac, 
and the older English versions. The sycamore is so called as 
resembling the mudberry-tree in its leaf, and the fig in its fruit, 
and seems to have been very conmon all over the East. It was, in 
all probability, the same as Pharaoh’s fig-tree of the Egyptians ; 
and being a tall and spreading tree it was well suited to the pur- 
pose for which Zacchzus employed it. Its name is sometimes 
transposed into morosycon, as in Cels. Hierobot. III. 18. Arboris 
in LE.gypto nascentis, quam ibi morosycon appellant. See Plin. 
N. H. XIII. 7. Theoph. Hist. Plant. IV. 2. We may observe 
that the tree so called in this country is a totally different tree, 
the larger maple. Grotivs, Wetste1n, Harmer.—[Park- 
HURST, A. CLARKE, &c. | 


Ver, 7. ric 88 «. t-X. Here again the connexion is not very 
discernible, though the particle 62, unless a mere expletive, seems 
to have a reference to the preceding verses. Having given di- 
rections on certain points of Christian conduct, our Lord follows 
them up with the assurance that, however punctually attended to, 
no merit can attach to the observance of them. In the same 
manner as a servant places his master under no obligation by 
performing the duties of his station, so is Christ in no ways in- 
debted to his disciples and followers for discharging the service 
which the Gospel requires from them. Not only does idleness 
and the neglect of the talents committed to our care render us un- 
profitable, as in Matt. xxv. 30., but the mere performance of 
what is commanded comes within the compass of our Saviour’s 
meaning. Senec. Controv. II. 13. Non est beneficium, sed offi- 
cium, facere quod debeas. So Hor. A. P. 267. Vitavi denique 
culpam, non laudem merui. 'The rewards, therefore, which are 
promised to obedience are not of debt or merit, but of grace; and 
though they are great incitements to virtue, and will be distributed 
to all according to their works, we can have no claim to them on 
the score of our own deservings. Hammonp, Wuirsy, Grortvs. 
—[Macknieut, Kurnoet.] The verbs gayéoa and méoa, in 
y. 8., are the second pers. 2. fut. med. for payy and wty, accord- 
ing to the old dialect, which substituted payoua: and wioua for 
payovpa: and meovpa. Compare Isazah ix. 16. LXX. Matt. xx. 
23. Luke xiv. 15. James v. 3. Rev. xvii. 16. Phrynichus: ov- 
pat ody TY Y Aéywv odk dpDH¢ zoEtc’ Tlomal yao éoTt TS apxaior, 
Kal widpevoc dvev Tou Y. So Arist. Equit. 1286, ov wor’ x rad- 
Tov ws yov mera wornofov. WeTsTEIN, Parkuursr. Of 
mepiwaduevoc see on Luke xii. 35. 


Ver. 11. Sia pécov Sapapetac cai T'. There is some doubt as 
to the meaning of the term da pécov in this place. Had Christ 
proceeded from Capernaum, in the neighbourhood of which he 
usually resided, direct to Jerusalem, his nearest road would doubt- 
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less have been through the midst of Samaria; but in this case 
the Evangelist had no occasion to mention Galilee, or, at least, it 
would properly have been named before Samaria. The historian 
may have spoken, indeed, of his route generally, without allud- 
ing to the geographical positions of Galilee and Samaria; but it 
should rather seem that the confines of the two countries are 
meant, so as to render it immaterial which was mentioned first. 
In the Arabic and Syriac versions the passage is rendered be- 
tween Samaria and Galilee. Our Lord, therefore, may have 
crossed the Jordan at the bridge of Scythopolis, and proceeding 
along the banks of the river through Perzea, passed it again into 
Jericho. He possibly avoided Samaria in order to escape the 
impediments which the jealousy of the Samaritans might have 
thrown in his way. CampBeLL, Grotius, WETSTEIN, WHITBY. 
—([Macxnieut, Le Crerc.] . On some points of the following 
miracle see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II]. pp. 339. 514. 


Ver. 14, roic¢ ieosvor. The use of the plural in this passage, 
as well as in Matt. viii. 4., has supplied the commentators with 
matter of discussion. Some maintain that the priests of the Jews 
and Samaritans are both intended, and that the latter, who re- 
ceived the law of Moses, are directed, no less than the former, to 
abide by the precept respecting lepers in Levit. xiv. 2. Our 
Lord, it is true, withheld his sanction from the tenets and the 
worship of the Samaritans, (John iv. 22.) but in a question in 
which no controversial doctrine occurred, he would probably have 
referred each party respectively to his own priest. Others, how- 
ever, are of opinion, and perhaps rightly, that igovou is here used 
in a collective sense; and an argument is thence deduced, that 
by sending the Samaritan to a Jewish priest he gave an indirect 
decision in favour of the superior sanctity of the Temple of Je- 
rusalem above that on Mount Gerizim. Wuitsy, Grotius.— 
[WersTEIN. ] 


Ver. 18, addoyevhe. So Josephus calls the Samaritans a)- 
AoOveic. Many of the Rabbies, indeed, looked upon them in 
the same light as the Gentiles; and it was matter of dispute how 
far they were to be esteemed otherwise. It appears from 2 Kings 
xvii. 24. that they were formed from a colony of Cutheans, and 
they are still denominated Cuthites by way of reproach. At the 
same time they were not Heathens, but worshipped the one true 
God;-and by some the legitimacy of their priesthood was ad- 
mitted. See Kiddushim, p. 75. 2. Our Lord should here be un- 
derstood as applying to them a term of national prejudice, in order 
to place the ingratitude of the nine Jews in a more conspicuous 
light. Grorrus, WetsTEIn. Of the verb evptoxeoOa, in the 
sense of eivar, see on Matt. i. 18. 
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Ver, 20. pera maparnonosweo. EK. T. with observation: and in 
the margin, with outward shew. So Euthym. pera rode pav- 
tastac. ‘The word does not occur elsewhere in the N. T., and 
but seldom in profane writers. “Its ordinary meaning is looking 
out, or being on the watch, of which examples occur in Polyb. 
XVI. 22. 8. Plutarch. Quest. R. p. 266. Arrian. Exped. III. 
16. 15. Joseph. B. J. I..29: The marginal note, therefore, must 
rather be looked upon as a gloss than a translation, and it re- 
mains to decide between one of the two interpretations which are 
more generally adopted by the commentators. Some understand 
by the expression that the Messiah’s kingdom comes not in such 
a manner as to require that notice and observation with which the 
Scribes and Pharisees awaited it. They expected that his advent 
would be marked by famine, pestilence, earthquakes, and revolu- 
tions: and under this idea, the unmeaning expressions of an 
idiot, a sudden tempest, or any unusual appearance in the hea- 
vens, was frequently sufficient to excite their expectation. There 
should rather seém, however, to be an allusion to that regal pomp 
and splendour so calculated to elicit observation, in which the 
Messiah was expected to appear. Upon this view of the ques- 
tion our Lord’s reply is natural and easy; he tells them that their 
preconceived notions of the grandeur of his coming had so blinded 
their understandings that they did not know him, although he 
was actually among them. ‘The words évré¢ tumor do not imply, 
as some suppose, the spiritual principle, as opposed to the out- 
ward parade, by which secular kingdoms are commonly intro- 
duced. Our Lord is not here speaking of his dominion over the 
hearts of men, but of the establishment of his kingdom in the 
world, respecting which the Pharisees had been enquiring. Be- 
sides, he would scarcely have represented the Pharisees as being 
in that spiritual condition which the words, thus interpreted, im- 
ply. They are, therefore, equivalent to év vpiv, among you, as 
in John i. 14, Compare Luke i. 1. vii. 16. John xi. 54. and else- 
where. That évrdc will bear this signification is evident from 
Xen. Anab. I. 10. 2. raérny Zowoay, kai TaAAa boa évtbe ad’rov, 
Kat xonjmara, kal avOpwzot, tyévovro. Compare Ailian. V. H. 
IX. 3. Grotius, Wuitsy, Mackxnicut, KypKe.—[CAmPBELL, 
MarRKLAND, &c. | 


Ver. 22. theboovrat ipiéoat, x. t. A. Our Lord here alludes 
to the calamities which their sins, and especially that of rejecting 
the Messiah, would shortly bring upon them. In those days, he 
tells them, they would in vain wish for his presence among them, 
and seek for the opportunity of mercy, which they now rejected. 
So Dion. Hal. VI. 71. ci 82 maphoere tov kaipdv TovTov, hEaabe 
dy woAXdxte Suotov evoeiv Ereoov. Hammond, WeTsTEIN. Upon 
the remainder of the chapter see, for the most part, on Matt. 
xxiv. 17, 27. 38, 40. 
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Ver. 24. rig ia obpavov, x. 7. A. Supply xdeac and ywpav. 
The same ellipsis is found in Job xviii. 4. Prov. viii. 28. LXX. 
The phrase iz’ ovoavdv, as employed in this passage, occurs also 
in Plat. Ep. VII. p. 527. D. rév ixd tov ovpaviy avOperwr. 
Bos, Werstrin. Of the verb arodoxuyaZev in the next verse, - 
see on Mark viii. 31. Inv. 29. @sd¢ is the nominative to be 
supplied with 23peE« from Gen. xix. 24. 


Ver. 32. wvnpovetbsre tig yuvakoc Ar. Having illustrated 
the sudden destruction of Jerusalem by that of Sodom and Go- 
morrah, our Lord naturally adduces the example of Lot’s wife as 
a warning against similar conduct in those, who might otherwise 
escape the impending calamity. If any, after the signs of the 
times, and the means of safety had been clearly pointed out to 
them, hesitated, from a love of the world, or want of faith, to 
adopt the measures which circumstances required, they might see 
in Lot’s wife a picture both of their sin and its punishment. Of 
the next verse see on Matt. x. 39. It seems here to be applied 
in a literal acceptation, with reference to the context :— Whoso- 
ever shall expect to save himself by taking refuge in Jerusalem, 
shall lose it; and whosoever shall risque the loss of it, by fleeing 
to places of less apparent security, shall save it. In profane 
writers the verb Cwoyovety signifies to procreate, as in Diod. Sic. 
I. 88., but in the LXX. and the N. T. to preserve life. So Gen. 
vi. 19. Exod. i. 17, 18. 22. Judg. viii. 19. 1 Kings xx. 31. 
1 Sam. xi. 6. LXX. Acts vii. 19. The corresponding word in 
Mark viii. 35. is oéZav. Macxnient, Grotius, WETSTEIN. 
In the next verse vi& is used metaphorically of the gloomy hor- 
rors which would attend the destruction of Jerusalem. Kurnort. 
Many of the best MSS. do not contain v. 36., and in the opinion 
of the best critics it is an interpolation from Matt. xxiv. 40, 


CHAPTER XVIII. 


Contents :— The parables of the importunate widow and of the 
Pharisee and publican, vv. \—14. The young ruler’s ques- 
tion, and our Lord’s discourse thereon, vv. 15—80. [Matt. 
xix. 16. Mark x. 17.] Christ again foretells his death and 
passion, vv. 31—34, [Matt. xx. 17. Mark x. 32.] A blind 
16 healed at Jericho, vv. 85—43. [Matt. xx. 29. Mark x. 

6. 


_ Verse l. ju} txxaxetv. E.T. Not to faint ; Vulg. Non deficere ; 
1, €. not to tere, or flag. In this sense the verb recurs in 2 Cor. 
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iv. 1. Gal. vi. 9. 2 Thess. iii. 13. So also Polyb. IV. 19.; and 
hence Hesych. ixxaxovmuev* aueAovmev, axnoewpev. In a sense 
closely analogous it also signifies to despond, as in 2 Cor. iv. 16. 
Ephes. iii. 13., but though some would adopt this meaning here 
also, the former is most suitable with the context. It is not un- 
usual with men, if their prayers are not immediately answered, to 
desist from a repetition of them, more particularly in times of per- 
secution, to which our Lord now alludes. The particle 62 plainly 
implies that the parable has a relation to the preceding discourse, 
and that it was delivered at the same time. We are not, how- 
ever, to understand that the parable recommends incessant prayer 
in the strictest sense of the word, but a frequent and earnest per- 
severance in the duty. The adverbs waytore, adiaAsinrwe, and 
the like, are frequently employed in this limited signification. 
See Levit. vi. 20. Numb. xxviii. 24. 3. Dan. viii. 11. 1 Mace. xii. 
11. LXX. John xviii. 20. 1 Tim. v. 5. and compare 1 Thess. v. 
17. with Ephes. vi. 18. Hammonp, Licutroor, Wurrsy, Mack- 
NIGHT, WETSTEIN. : 


Ver. 2. rov Ozdv pr) PoBobpevoc, x. t. A. Similar expressions, 
which seem to be proverbial of the most obstinate wickedness, 
are frequently met with. Hom. Od. X. 39. Oire Ocode defcavrec, 
o8 ovpavoy evody Exyovow, Ovre tw’ avOoamwv visecw Kardémis- 
Ov 20c00c. Eur. Cyc. 601. 6 Oedv oddiv 7} Bporwy péde. Herod. 
II. 133. rév Oedv od peurnpévol, GAA Kal rove avOpdrove POet- 
povrec. Liv. IIb. 37. Deorum hominumque contemptor. Sallust. 
Hist. I. 15. Hostis omnium bonorum, ut te neque hominum neque 
deorum pudet, WETSTEIN, ELSNER. 


Ver. 3. ixdiknody ps. E. T. Avenge me ; and in this sense the 
verb elsewhere occurs in the N. T. In this place, however, 
there is no idea of vengeance: the woman merely requests that 
her right should be adjudged to her. The words should, there- 
fore, be translated Do me justice upon mine adversary. WHITBY, 
Dopprincs. Of the phrase éat yodvov, v. 4., which recurs in 
Acts xy. 33. xix. 22. see my note on Hom. II. B. 299. and of 
the word drémov, from which érwrdZev inv. 5. is derived, on 
Il. M. 463. The verb signifies properly to strike under the eye, 
and corresponds with the Latin suggillare. Both the Greek 
jnémov, however, and the Latin suggillatio, are used meta- 
phorically in the sense of insult or contumely. Thus Cicero: 
Consulatus Auli non tam consulatus, sed Magni nostri (Pompeii) 
jxémov. Liv. XIII. 14. Id pretoribus, non sine suggillatione 
consulum, mandatum. Some would, therefore, render it in this 
place, to rail at; but the commentators, for the most part, prefer 
translating it to weary. From striking on the face it may signify 
to strike generally, thence to give pain, from which the sense 
proposed is easily deduced. It is true that only one instance of 
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this usage, and that somewhat an equivocal one, has been ad- 
duced from Diog. Laert. II. 136. but the Latin obtundere, which 
is nearly synonymous with drwmdZev, is frequently so employed. 
Liv. II. 15. Quando id certum est, neque ego obtundam, sepius 
eadem nequicquam agendo. Terent. And. II. 2.11. Obtundis, 
tametsi intelligo. Adelph. I. 2. 33. Ausculta, ne me obtundas 
de hae re sepius. Auctor ad Heren. IV. 42. Eandem rem dice- 
mus non eodem modo, nam id quidem obtundere auditorem est. 
Grotius, Macxnicut, Le Cuerc, Wersrern.—[Hammonp. | 
Some critics would refer cic ré&Ao¢ to trwmaly, lest she weary 
me at last; but its position in the context is in favour of the old 
interpretations, which construe it with Zoyouévy. It is the phrase 
by which the Hebrew my2>, perpetually, is rendered in Job xiv. 
20. Psalm xiii. 1. xlix. 19. lxxiv. 1. 10. 19. Compare John xiii. 1. 
1 Thess. ii. 16. Grorius, Ligutroot.—[WakEFIELD.] Of the 
expression 6 Kpitne¢ Tig adutac, v. 6., see on Luke xvi. 8. 


Ver. 7. vai waxooOupev ta avrotc. E.T. Though he bear 
with them. There is considerable difference of opinion, however, 
both as to the rendering and the application of the passage. The 
more usual sense of the verb waxoofupetv in the N. T. is to be 
long-suffering ; and, therefore, as sinners are generally regarded 
as the objects of God’s forbearance, (Rom. ii. 4. ix. 22. 2 Pet. 
ili. 9.) the words ém’ avroic are referred by some commentators to 
those who afflict and persecute the elect. But no such reference 
is implied in the context, where écAekrwv is the only antecedent 
to which avroic can properly belong; neither does the purport 
of the parable accord with the interpretation. Now the verb pa- 
xooOuucty signifies also to delay, or linger; others, therefore, un- 
derstand paxpofupey as here put, by a common Oriental idiom, 
for paxpoOupev zora or paxooOuuhoet, and to be taken in con- 
junction with roujoa tiv éxdiknowyv. But though several MSS. 
read paxpoNbue, and the omission of the substantive verb con- 
nected with a participle is not unusual, it would scarcely be 
dropped when a personal verb precedes. Others, again, by 
making a small alteration in the accent, convert the participle into 
the genitive plural of the adjective paxpdOupoc, and couple it with 
Bowrvrwyv. The words, however, will not easily bear this con- 
struction, and the examples in support of it are far from satis- 
factory. Against the E. T., which suits exactly with the plain 
intention of the parable, the main objection is the use of cat in 
the sense of kaizep, although. But in this sense it occurs in 
John iii. 32. xiv. 30. xvii. 25. xxi. 23. Acts vii. 5. Rom. i. 13. 
Heb, iii. 9. and elsewhere; and, in other respects the version is 
sanctioned by an exactly parallel expression in Ecclus. xxxv. 18. 
LXX. kai 6 Képioc, ob pu) Boadévy, odd? pi) paxooOuphoe ew’ 
avtoic. Some, indeed, have fancied an inconsistency between 
vv. 7, and 8. It is plain, however, that God may not answer the 
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prayers of his servants immediately, and may yet, when he does 
answer them, give them a speedy and sudden fulfilment. Be it 
observed, also, that though the parable admits of a general ap- 
plication, it was here particularly addressed to the disciples, who 
were suffering under the persecution of the Jews; and the ven- 
geance here intended is the approaching destruction of Jeru- 
salem, which, though at some distance, our Lord constantly pre- 
dicted as coming suddenly upon them. Macxnicnt, Brza.— 
[Wuitsy, Grorius, Campset, Exsner, &c.] Of the écAecrot 
see on Matt. xx. 16. 


Ver. 8. whi 6 vide x... This question implies that at the 
coming of Christ to avenge his elect, the faith of his coming 
should in a great measure be lost. Accordingly, it appears from 
2 Pet. iii. 4. that many infidels and apostates: scoffed at the ex- 
pectation of Christ’s coming, which the godly in those days che- 
rished ; and from Hed. x. 25. that many of them began to waver 
and faint under persecution, insomuch that all the epistles ad- 
dressed to them are manifestly designed to keep them stedfast in 
the faith. Compare Heb. iii. 12—14. x. 23—39. xii. 1—4, 
James i. 1—4. ii. 6. v. 10. 1 Pet. ii. 20—25. iii. 14—17. iv. 1, 
2. 12—19. v. 9,10. We must, therefore, understand zi rij¢ 
ying of the land of Judea, as elsewhere frequently. Macxnicut, 
Wuitsy, Dopprince. 


Ver. 9. wo6c¢ tiwag rove weroildrac x. r. X. From the neces- 
sity of instant and earnest prayer our Lord naturally turns to the 
duty of thinking humbly of our own merits, and praying to God 
for mercy and forgiveness. In illustration of the parable of the 
Pharisee and publican the reader will find ample matter in 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. pp. 186. 335. 367. sqq. It should be 
observed that the preposition 7pdéc, both here and in v. 1. supra, 
signifies concerning, as in Luke xii. 41. xix. 9. and elsewhere. 
So Plutarch. Op. p. 394. mode dv d2 Tivdapoc cionkev. Wer- 
STEIN, KYPKE. 


Ver. 11. wpd¢ iavrdv. Some commentators connect these 
words with orafcic, and render them by himself, i.e. apart ; 
while others join them with zpoontyero, and follow the E. T, 
with himself, 1. e. inwardly, mentally. Now there is no passage 
either in sacred or profane writers in which zpdc éavréy is used 
in the former of these acceptations, the phrase so employed being 
always xa?’ éavrév. Neither is there any truth in the supposi- 
tion that the Pharisee kept himself aloof in order to avoid pollu- 
tion by too near contact with the publican, since they must have 
been occupied in two distinct courts of the Temple, the Pharisee 
in that of the Israelites, and the publican (uaxod0ev Eorwe, v. 13.) 
in that of the Gentiles. It is clear, therefore, that the latter in- 
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terpretation is correct, which is confirmed by Mark ix. 10. 33, 
x. 26. xi. 31. xii. 7. xiv. 4. xvi. 3. Luke iii. 15. xxiv. 12. 1 Cor. 
xi. 3. So Achil. Tat. I. ratra mode tuavrov eAeyov. Aristen. Ep. 
I. 6. mpd¢ guavrdy Egnv. A man would scarcely have uttered 
aloud such a prayer as the Pharisee’s, in which every word was 
a calumny upon all around him. By some critics orafete is said 
to be redundant, as in Lwke xix. 8. and elsewhere; but it pro- 
bably refers to the: more usual attitude of praying among the 
Jews. Grortus, Le Cuerc, Wetstern, Kuinoen. — [Brza, 
Wuirsy, Dopprincr, Campsett.] Of the Jewish fasts and 
tithes, mentioned in v. 12. see on Matt. vi. 16. xxiii. 23. Asa 
specimen of Pharisaic pride we may subjoin the following from 
Bereshith Rabba, §. 35. p. 44. Rabbi Simeon, the son of Jochai, 
said: The world is not worth thirty righteous persons such as 
our father Abraham. If there were only thirty righteous per- 
sons in the world, I and my son should make two of them; and of 
there were but twenty, I and my son would be of the number ; 
and if there were but ten, I and my son would be of the number ; 
and of there were but five, I and my son would be of the five ; 
and if there were but two, I and my son would be those two; and 
if there were but one, myself should be that one. A, CLARKE. 


Ver. 13. ov8? rove 6¢0adpovde x. r. X. A variety of passages 
have been adduced by the commentators, -both from Jewish and 
Heathen writers, in proof that it was the general custom of the 
ancients to raise their eyes and hands to heaven in prayer. It 
appears, however, to have been a frequent maxim with the 
Rabbis, that he who prays should cast down his eyes, but raise 
his heart to God ; and there are passages in their writings which 
recommend praying with their eyes downward. ‘Thus Maimon. 
in Tephillah: Let him that prayeth cover his head and look 
downward. No specific direction, however, but a deep sense of 
humiliation and consciousness of guilt, together with heartfelt 
contrition and desire of forgiveness, produced the humble posture 
of the publican. So Tacit. Hist. IV. 72. Stabant conscientia 
flagitu meste, fixis in terram oculis. 'That beating the heart 
was also a sign of excessive grief see Hom. Il. 3. 50. Virg. Ain. 
I. 485. and compare Matt. xi. 17. xxiv. 30. Ligutroot, Wer- 
STEIN, GROTIUS. : 

Ibid, tuoi 7H auaprwAw. It has been thought that the article 
is here emphatic, and denotes the sinner car #&oxhv. But the 
force thus ascribed to the article is here unfounded ; for it may 
be laid down as a general rule, that whenever an attributive noun 
(see above, p. 10.) is placed in opposition with a personal pro- 
noun, such attributive has the article prefixed. ‘Thus in Luke 
vi. 24. wiv roic mAovotoc. xi. 46. tuitv roie vomKotc. In 
neither of these instances can emphasis be intended. We have 
the same form of speech also in Herod. IX. p. 342. pd rov ixé- 
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‘cw. Plut. Conv. VII. Sap. p. 95. iu? rév Sécrnvoyv. See also 
Soph. Elect. 282. Eurip. Ion. 348. Arist. Av. 5. Acharn. 1154. 
Eccles. 619. Ofthe usage in question the ground is sufficiently 
obvious. The article here, as elsewhere, marks the assumption 
of its predicate ; and the strict meaning of the publican’s prayer 
is: Have mercy on me, who am confessedly a sinner ; or, seeing 
that Iam a sinner, have mercy on me. Mippiteton.—[Wert- 
STEIN, RosENMULLER. | 


Ver. 14, dedtcawpévoe, } Execvoc. There is an ellipsis of the 
adverb padXoy, of which see my note on Hom. I]. A. 117. The 
verb ducavovy here signifies to acquit, to accept as just; as in 
Rom. iii. 20. and generally in the Epistles. The expression 
seems to have been in common use among the Jews. ‘Thus in 
Schemoth R. p. 133, 3. Whosoever enters the temple covered 
with sins, and offers a sin-offering, his sins are remitted, and he 
rejoices in being accounted gust. ScCHOETTGEN, Grotius. Of 
the maxim which closes the parable see on Matt. xxiii. 11. 


Ver. 34. ob8tv robrwy cuviixav’ x. 7. A, Some critics suppose 
that they regarded our Lord’s predictions of his death in the light 
of an allegory. It is sufficient to understand that they could not 
reconcile them with their own traditions and limited interpreta- 
tions of the Scriptures. See on Luke ix. 45. Wuirsy.—[Gro- 
TIUS. | 





CHAPTER XIX. 


ContEents:—The conversion of Zaccheus, vv. 1—10. The 
parable of the pounds, vy. 11—28. Christ's triumphant entry 
into Jerusalem ; his lamentation over the city, and purging of 
the Temple, vv. 29—48. [Matt. xxi. 1. Mark xi. 1. John 


xii. 12.] 


Verse 2. apyirekdvng. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 185. 
There is some doubt, however, as to the rank and office of this 
person. The E. T. calls him the chief among the publicans ; but to_ 
this it is objected that it seems to imply the chief of the whole order 
in Palestine, in which case the article would most. probably have 
been prefixed, as it usually is to apxtepedc, when the chief priest 
is spoken of. Hence it is supposed that the chief publican ofa 
particular city or district is intended; but this interpretation would 
require the article, if the principle be correct, no less than the other. 
At all events, however, the article must here be omitted, as itis also 
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with apytepedc whenever it follows a verb substantive. See note 
on the Greek article, p. 10. Omission 1. and compare Acts xxiii. 
5. There is, therefore, no reason. why apyireAdvne is at all 
less definite in its import than would 6 apyireAwvng_ be, if cir- 
cumstances had permitted the article to be used. ‘The precise 
nature of the office, however, it is not easy to determine. Some 
understand him to have been a publicanus, or farmer of the tolls, 
as distinguished from a portitor, or mere collector; and it is pro- 
bable from Joseph. B. J. II. 14. 9. that Jews were sometimes 
admitted to this rank, though it properly belonged to Roman 
knights. Such a person might, without impropriety, be called ap- 
xitehwvne, a head-collector, as being a publican in the strict sense, 
under whom the reA@va acted. The publicans, indeed, formed 
a society or college under the direction of a president residing at 
Rome, and this president managed the concerns of the society by 
means of representatives appointed in the provinces. The pre- 
sident himself was called magister, and each representative pro- 
magister. See Grevius on Cic. Fam. Epist. XII. 9. Zacchzeus 
might, therefore, be this representative, for though he was a 
Jew, it might be the policy of the Romans sometimes to employ 
Jews in offices of trust and emolument. Although these opi- 
nions amount to nothing above conjecture, the last seems to have 
the preference. That Zacchzeus was a Jew is clear from v. 9. 
It is true, indeed, that Gentiles as well as Jews are children of 
Abraham by faith : but of this idea the Jews were then ignorant. 
The name of Zaccheus is purely Hebrew, (Ezra ii. 9. viii. 14.) 
and his restoring fourfold proved his respect for the Law of 
Moses. See on v. 8. Our Lord declares also in v. 10. that he 
came to seek and to save that which was lost, viz. of the house 
of Israel; (Matt. x. 6.) and had a son by faith only been in- 
tended, the verb would have been zyévero, he is become, rather 
than éoviv, he ts. Their aversion to the Roman government led 
the Jews to look upon all tax-gatherers in the light of Gentiles 
and sinners ; but Christ here assures them that Zacchzeus was no 
less a son of Abraham than themselves, and that the exercise of 
his profession, without injustice, would bring salvation through 
faith to himself and his family. The word apxiteAw@vne is dak 
Acyduevov in the N.T. Mippieton, Grotivs, Ligntroor.— 
[CampBELL, Beza.] Of the construction in the next verse see 
aa Gr. Gr. §. 295, 3. and my notes on Hom. Il. B. 409, 


Ver. 4. mpodpapav turpoc8ev. We meet with similar pleo- 
nasms frequently in the classic writers. Thus Thucyd. I. 23. rac 
aitiac mooéyeapa mowrov. Of the sycamore-tree see on Luke 
xvii. 5. and Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 65. With éxetyne 
there is an ellipsis of 6800, and also of the preposition dia, though 
the latter is improperly inserted in some few MSS. See on Hom. 
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Il. A. 120. B. 415. Inv. 7. the verb caradtoa is rendered by 


some commentators to take refreshment ; but it is well rendered 
to be a guest with, as in the E. T., or to lodge, as in Luke ix. 12. 
So also in Gen. xix. 2. xxiv. 23:25. Numb, xxii. 8. LXX. Xen. 
Anab. I. 8. 1. lian. V. H. I. 32. It properly refers to per- 
sons unbinding burdens from their beasts, or, as others think, 
to loosening their girdles and sandals, when they baited on a 
journey or reclined at meat. Wrrsrern, Grorius, ParKHurst. 
We may observe that our Lord’s knowledge of Zacchzus, on his 
first meeting with him, was supernatural and divine. 


Ver. 8. arodtéwut terpaTtAovv. This was the utmost -which 
the Jewish law required, even in cases of fraudulent concealment, 
unless where an ox had been killed, and its use lost to the 
owner; for the seven-fold restitution (Prov. vi. 31.) seems only 
proverbial. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 138. Some com- 
mentators have remarked, that oppressive publicans were required 
by the Roman law to restore four-fold; but this was only after 
judgment obtained: whereas, before conviction, it was enough to 
make restitution of what had been taken, or, at least, of twice as 
much. As the proportion of tax to be levied on each individual 
was settled by the publicans, a ready means was afforded them of 
fraud and exaction; and such oppression being under pretence 
of law, it may properly be expressed by the verb suxogavraw, of 
which see on Luke iii. 14. DopprivGe, Licutroor. It is sup- 
posed by some that the verbs didwue and amodidwut are here 
used in the present tense instead of the future, and that Zaccheus, 
convinced by the instruction which Christ had that day delivered, 
intended forthwith to embrace his religion, and practise its duties. 
It is true that the word ofmepov occurs in our Lord’s reply; but 
the precepts, which Zacchzeus declares his intention to observe, 
are those of the Mosaic law, and the declaration seems to- have 
been made in order to repel the insinuation of his being a sinner. 
The verbs may, therefore, be used indefinitely, to denote the 
customary discharge of these duties on the part of the publican: 
and ofpeoov may have nothing more than a general signification. 
Macxnicut.—[Grortius, WuiTsy.] 


- Ver. 9, 7 olxy robéry. Some understand, by synecdoche, 
the master of the house ; but there seems to be no reason for not 
extending it to the publican’s family, who may fairly and cha- 
ritably be supposed to have followed his example, in embracing 
the Gospel. Such was certainly the case in other conversions 
recorded in the N. T. Compare John iv. 46. 53. Acts x. 2. xvi. 
14, 15. 33, 34. xviii. 8. Some, again, suppose that this declara- 
tion of Christ was made to Zaccheus, and others concerning him. 
Of zod¢ in this latter signification see on Luke xviii. 9, It 
should seem, however, that our Lord spoke to Zaccheus in reply 
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to his declaration in the preceding verse. It is true, indeed, that 
he is spoken of in the third person, but Christ possibly turned 
from him in the conclusion of his speech to the surrounding mul- 
titude. Some copies read mpd¢ avrotc. Wuitsy, Hammonp.— 
[Grotius, CampseLn, Kurtnoet, &c.] Of the parable of the 
pounds see Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 404, Vol. III. p. 106. 
and the notes on Matt. xxv. 14. sqq. 5 


Ver. 13. Sica pvac. E. T. Ten pounds; properly, ten mine. 
The LXX use the original word.uvaa for the Hebrew 1, from 
which it is evidently derived, and it appears from Ezek. xlv. 12, 
to have been equal to sixty shekels. Now allowing the shekel, 
with Dr. Prideaux, to be three shillings, then the mina was equal 
to nine pounds English. A..Curarxe. ‘The number en is used 
merely as a round number. In the old Greek writers the verb 
moayparevav generally signifies to be engaged in business, 
whence it is here employed of embarking money in trade. So 
moayparedrne is used, as the Latin negotzator, to signify a trader. 
See 1 Kings ix. 19. LXX. Xen. Cyr. II. 4.26. The word em- 
ployed in Matt. xxv. 16. is tgyaZoua, whence the compound 
moocepyacopua, to make money by trading, in v. 16. WETSTEIN. 
Of the phrase icf Zywy, in v. 17. see Matt. Gr. Gr. §. 559. and 
my note on Soph. Ant. 1064. Pent. Gr. p. 280. The adverb éravw, 
denoting dignity or authority, is somewhat rare; it occurs, how- 
ever, in John iii. 31. and in Arrian. Diss. I. 12. 34. Joseph. 
Ant. IV. 18. 40. There seems to be an allusion to the custom 
of rewarding meritorious services with the government and re- 
venues of a certain number of cities. So Athen. p. 29. F. 6 é& 
Kigoc 6 péyac Kvafapq tyapicaro imta wéXdec, Thdacov, 
’Odbumiov, Kipuav, Tiov, Skiwroa, “Apruyu, Tvprbonv. 
SCHLEUSNER, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 20. 2v covdapiy. Inanapkin. The word 87D is found 
in the Syriac version of Ruth iii. 15. Hence some have thought 
that it is of Chaidee derivation, but as no Oriental root occurs to 
which it can be probably referred, it is most probably formed from 
the Latin sudarium, which is from sudare : being used, as it should 
seem, to wipe the face in perspiration. Hence it came to signify 
any linen cloth generally; and it is used in John xi. 44. for the 
napkin in which the head of a corpse was wrapped. Compare 
also John xx. 7. Acts xix. 12. It appears from the Rabbinical 
writings, in which the word is repeatedly Hebraized, that money 
was not unusually kept in a cloth. Thus in Vajikra R. VI. p. 
150. He kept his denarii in a napkin (sudario.) ScHoETTecen, 
Wetsrern, Le CLerc. 


Ver. 21. avornode. This adjective properly denotes a harsh 
taste or savour, as of unripe fruits, &c. and is. deduced by the 
10 
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etymologists from the verb atw, to dry; because things of a 
rough taste make the mouth feel dry and harsh. So in Diose. 
V.6. avornpdc¢ oivoc. Hence it was applied metaphorically to 
persons of a sour visage, as in Diod. Sic. III. p. 168. zpocdyw 
avornoorépav. Etym. Mag. rapa 76 atw, rd Enoaivw, 6 pé\wv 
avow* 2 ob avornpde onpatve otovpvor, Enody, avXuNOoV, oKU-= 
Oowrdyv. Again, it is applied metaphorically as the Latin durus 
and asper, to men of a severe and griping disposition. In this 
sense it is used in this place, and in 2 Mace. xiv. 30. LXX. In 
Matt. xxv. 24, the corresponding word is oxAnodc. WETSTEIN, 
KYPKE. 

Ibid. aipee & ov« Onxac. The expression is proverbial, and 
to the same purport, though more correctly expressed, than that 
in Matt. xxv. 24. cvvaywv 50ev. od dueckopricac. It is founded. 
on a precept which seems to have-been common to the Hebrews 
with other nations, against keeping a treasure which had been 
accidentally found, to which none but an avaricious temper would 
be inclined. To the same effect was the law of Solon, which is 
commended by Plato, (de Legg. XI.) and given in Diog. Laert. 
in Vit. Solon. §. 57. a wh ov, py avédy’ ci S2 pj, Oavaroe % 
Cnuta. So Adlian. V. H. IT. 46. Srayepirov vépoe ovro¢g cat 
mwavTn EXAnvicde, "O pu) KaréDov, dnot, wn) AduBave. IV. 1. ov- 
div, Gy py Karé0ero, avaipecira. Joseph. c. Apion. II. 30. Kav 
bpéAnral Tic TO aAXOTOLOY, Kav, O jj KaTEOnKEv, avédAnta. The 
latter clause is similar to Arist. Equit. 392. raAXéroiov anor Oé- 
goc. Compare also John iv. 37. Wurstrein, Kypxe, Le Cierc. 


Ver. 23. twit tiv troaweav. E.T. Into the bank. The word 
properly denotes the table at which the money changers sate, and 
from which they were denominated rpameCira. Demosth. Op. 
p- 900. aroorepica TO émt THY TeaTEZav xpéoc. Hence Plaut. 
Capt. I. 2. 89. Subducam ratiunculam quantillum argenti mihé 
apud Trapezitam est. Of the same import is the Latin mensa- 
rius. Liv. VII. 21. Quinqueviris creatis, quos mensarios a dis- 
pensatione pecunie appellarunt, mensis cum ere in foro positis. 
Griesbach has marked the article before toameZav with the mark 
of possible spuriousness. It is omitted in a great many MSS., 
nor would its absence in this instance affect the sense; at the 
same time, while é7t mv toamefav is common in Demosthenes, 
tat tpameCav is not found. KypKe, Werstetn, Mippteton. Of 
the verb zpdocav see on Luke iii. 11. The whole of v. 25. is 
omitted in the Codex Beza, and some other MSS. It seems to 
bea parenthetical observation of some person, intending to cor- 
rect the distribution, as if he had said: Why give the mina to 
him who has ten already, rather than to one of those who have 
fewer? A. CLARKE, Pearce. Of v. 26. see on Matt. xiii. 11. 
and of the redundant pronoun avroic on Mait, iv. 16. 
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Ver. 27. xaracpatare Eurpocbév pov. This custom, which 
prevails in the East to this day, was universally practised among 
the ancients. Plutarch. in Sylla, p. 476. D. Aovkpfriov év op- 
Barpoic atocpata mooctrazev. Caesar. BmaCaint: 109. Quos 
ille, cum in conspectum ejus venissent, corripi ac interfict jussit. 
Justin. XLII. 4. 4. In conspectu suo eum interfici jussit. Com- 
pare 1 Sam. xi. 12. WerTsTEIN. 


Ver. 28. trogebero tump00ev. He went forward, i. e. on his 
journey ; not.as some render it, preceded the multitude. Xen. 
Cyr. IV. 2. 12. rooropebecbe tutpoc8ev. Kypxe.—[Grotivs.] 


Ver. 38. siohvn év ovpava, x. t. A. See on Luke ii. 14. The 
first clause is not given by Matthew or Mark; and some critics 
would reject them from Luke also, as out of place. Others would 
reject the whole verse, but there is no authority for either suppo- 
sition. The meaning seems to be this:—May the peace of man- 
kind be ratified in heaven by means of the Messiah; and, in 
consequence, may glory be given to God in the highest. Ro- 
SENMULLER, NewcomMeE.—[PEaRCcE. | . 


Ver. 40. of XiBor kexoaEovra. Some by the stones understand 
the Gentiles, whom the Jews were wont to despise, among other 
reasons, for their reputed stupidity. See also on Matz. 11.9. But . 
the expression is evidently strongly proverbial, as appears both 
from Jewish and Heathen writers, and indicates a moral impos- 
sibility that Christ’s kingdom should not be acknowledged. Thus 
in Chagigah, p. 16.1. Zhe very stones and beams of that man’s 
house will testify against him. Aisch. Agam. 37. oixoc 8 avroc, 
ei p0oyyiv AaBor, Sapéorar av A€Eaev. Eur. Hipp. 419. Ov dz 
oxétov dotacover Tov Evvepyarny, Téoguvd 7 vikwv, uh more 
poyynv adn; 1077. & Sépar, ibe POiypa ynoboacbé por. 
Androm. 925. we¢ Soxovat jor Aduor y Aabvew pBéyy Exovtec 
olde ps. Cic. pro Coel. 24, Nonne ipsum domum metuet, ne quam 
vocem eliciat. Pro Marcel. 3. Parietes mediusfidius, C. Cesar, 
ut mihi videtur, hujus curie tibi gratias agere gestiunt. De Orat. 
I. 57. Lapides mehercule omnes flere ac lamentari coegisses. 
Compare also Habak. ii. 11. Virg. Eclog. V. 28. Juv. Sat. I. 13. 
IX. 103. Shakspeare, also, more than once employs a similar 
expression. Macbeth, II. 1. Thou sure and firm set earth, Hear 
not my steps which way they walk, for fear Thy very stones 
prate of my whereabout, And take the present horror from the 
time, Which now suits with tt. Jul. Ces. III. 2. And put a 
tongue In every wound of Cesar, that should move The stones of 
Rome to rise and mutiny. Grotius, WetstE1In.—[ WHITBY. ] 


Ver, 42. si tyvwe x. 7. A. -“Some commentators would here 
take si for utinam, as in Luke xii. 49. and others supply the 
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sense by an ellipsis, as in Luke xiii. 9, The particle 87, by 
which Christ refers to the cause of his tears, seems rather to de- 
cide in favour of the former method; and this broken manner of 
speaking may have been the natural effect of agitated feeling. 
Grorius, Wuitsy, Kuinort, RoseNnMULLER.— [CAMPBELL, 
Doppripce, Kypxe, &c.] It has been urged that our Lord’s 
emotion upon this occasion was unworthy of his divine character ; 
and it has been endeavoured, upon the authority of Epiphanius, 
to reject this and the preceding verse as an interpolation. But 
the verses of which Epiphanius-(Anchor. §. 41.) mentions the 
omission in some MSS., are Luke xxii. 43, 44.: and though our 
Lord’s weeping proves his humanity, it is so far from lessening 
the dignity of his character, that it exalts it exceedingly. Com- 
pare John xi. 35. Mitt, Macxnicut. With ra mpde¢ ciohynv 
we must supply iwapxovra, or the like. The expression, which 
is similar to ra rij¢ ciohyne, is equivalent to ciofyny; and there 
seems to be in this place an allusion to the etymology of Jeru- 
salem. Indeed, the commentators remark a peculiar emphasis 
throughout the whole of our Lord’s apostrophe; as in the inser- 
tion of xat, even, which may probably refer to.the exaggerated 
guilt of this city, (Matt. xxiii. 37.) and the words raéry ri jpuéoa, 
which mark the peculiar call to repentance which at that period 
had been made to them by their rejected Messiah. WeETsTEIN, 
A. CLrarke. We may observe that the blindness of the Jews 
was not the effect of any irresistible decree, but it arose from their 
wilful neglect of those signs and warnings which God had conti- 
nually vouchsafed them. As it is here said viv d2 éxobn x. 7. X. 
so in Luke xviii. 34. Christ’s death is said to be hid from the 
Apostles: but it was their prejudices which prevented them from 
understanding his declarations respecting it. Wuuirsy, Lr 
CLERC. 


Ver.43. y4oaxa. This noun signifies a rampart or mound, 
in which sense it frequently occurs in the LXX; and so also in 
Arrian. Exped. II. 79. 9. Polyb. I. 29. 3. In Joseph. B. J. V. 
-12. 2. the corresponding word is réetyoc. Of the exact fulfilment 
of the prophecy, see Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 552. Rapuxtius, 
CAMPBELL. It has been thought that the words cat ra rékva cou 
tv cot are to be coupled with ovvéEovol ot wavrobev, and that 
z2Oaguovet oe is to be taken parenthetically. But the verb édadi- 
Zew has two distinct significations ; 1. when spoken of a city, to 
level with the ground ; 2. of men, to dash against the ground. 
It'is used in both these senses by the LXX; in the former in 
Amos iii. 14. and in the latter in Psalm cxxxvii. 9. Hos. x. 14. 
Nahum iii. 10. Hence some annex both senses to it in this pas- 
sage, and others apply it in the latter only both to o# and réxva. 
The latter is perhaps the more likely method. Kurnorx, ScuiEus- 
NER.—[Grotius, RosENMULLER, WAKEFIELD. ] 

VOL, I. Pp 


578 LUKE XIX. 48. XX. 6. 


Ibid. catpsv rig trioxoriig cov. So 1 Pet. ii. 12. nuéoa émrto- 
xomic, where the time of persecution is supposed to be intended ; 
and the word is used in a bad sense in Isaiah x. 3. Jer. vi. 15. 
x. 15. Wisd. iii. 7. Ecclus. ii. 14, LXX. But it may also signify 
a merciful visitation, as in Job x. 12. xxxiv.9. Hence the vi- 
sitation here intended will be the gracious offers of mercy which 
God made to the Jews during the period between the Baptist’s 
preaching and the destruction of Jerusalem. Theophylact: éo- 
Komie’ rourtarl, THC zune mapovatac, Ore HAVoY emicxepacbal ce 
kat cwoa. See on Luke i. 68..ScHLEUSNER, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 48. 2&expéuaro. Hung, i.e. upon his words; were ear- 
nestly attentive to him. So Eunapius: 2&expéuato tov Adywrv, 
Kal Tig akgodaewe ovk éveriuwAaro. In like manner the Latins 
use pendere. Virg. Ain. lV. 79. Pendetque éterum narrantis ab 
ore. Ovid. Ep. Her. 1.30. Narrantis conjux pendet ab ore viri. 
Sil. Ital. VI. 566. Pendent ex ore loquentum. Plin. Epist. I. 10. 
Attentus et pendens. Pope has employed the same metaphor in 
his Epistle to Lord Cobham, v. 184. Though wondering senates 
hung on all he spoke. In the preceding verse the phrase 76 xa? 
nHEéoay does not imply, as some commentators have inferred from 
Christ’s retiring to Bethany in the evening, (Matt. xxi. 17.) in the 
day time; but, as it is evident from Matt. xxvi. 55. Luke xi. 9. 
and the general usage of the N. T. it is correctly rendered daily. 
WETSTEIN, ParKHurst, Grotius.—[ Watt, GILPIN. | 





CHAPTER Xx. 


Contents :— The question concerning the authority of Christ, 
and the baptism of John, vv. 1—8. [Matt. xxi. 23. Mark xi. 

. 27.] The parable of the labourers in the vineyard, vv. 9—20. 
[Matt. xxi. 33. Mark xii. 1.] The question respecting tribute, 
wy. 21—26. [Matt. xxii. 15. Mark xii. 13.] | Christ’s reply 
to the Sadducees, touching the resurrection; and his question 
to the Pharisees respecting the Messiah, vv. 27—44. [Matt. 
xxii. 23. Mark xxi. 18.] He severely reproves the Pharisees, 
vv. 45—47. [Matt. xxiii. 1. Mark xu. 38.] 


Verse 6. xaradOace jac. It was not unusual with the 
Jewish rulers, when they could not convict their enemies, to in- 
cite the populace to stone them. This summary mode of pro- 
ceeding was called judicium zeli ; and it was an alternative which 
they had now well nigh brought upon themselves. Compare 
John x. 31. Acts xiv. 19. Grorius. 
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Ver. 11. rooctOero réupa. Mark xii. 4. radw trgunbe. The 
expression here used is a Hebraism; and so again in Luke xix. 
11. zoocbete cis. Compare Gen. viii. 21. xviii. 29. Job xix. 1. 
LXX. Inv. 13. the adverb iswe is by many commentators ren- 
dered surely. It occurs no where else in the N. T., and some 
contend that its ordinary sense of perhaps or probably can have 
no place in the Scriptures, in which uncertainty cannot belong 
to the Spirit of Truth. The sense thus assigned to it is sup- 
ported by 1 Sam. xxv. 21. Jerem. v. 4. LXX. Xen. Cyrop. VI. 
1. 4, Anab. IIT. 1. 26, 28. Adlian. V. H. XI. 5. Plat. Gorg. 
VII. 39, 52. At the same time, the above remark may fairly be 
questioned, more especially in relation to a parable; and iowe 
signifies perhaps in Gen. xxii. 21. Jerem. xxvi. 25. The event 
is almost decisive in favour of the usual acceptation here. Wet- 
STEIN.—[CAMPBELL, PEARCE, SCHLEUSNER, PARKHURST. |] 


Ver, 20, zyxa8érove. This is a verbal noun from éyxaBinuw, 
to lie in wait; whence it is rendered in the E. T. spies. So 
Hesych. zyxaOerouw évedosbovrec. Suid. éyxaBeroc’ 8dAL0e. 
Hence the LXX. use the phrase éyxaQeroc ylyvecOar for the 
Hebrew 298 in Job xxxi. 9. Compare Aisch. Dial. Socr. III. 
12. Polyb. XIII. 5.1. The verb, however, sometimes signifies 
to suborn, as Plutarch. in Pyrrho, p. 389. iioav dé twee, ode ad= 
roc 6 léppog zyxafie. In this place, therefore, the noun should 
seem to denote a person suborned for a particular purpose; and 
in this sense it is plainly used in Joseph. B. J. II. 2. 5. VI. 5. 2. 
This class of persons, as described by St. Luke, will come under 
the condemnation of Cicero, de Off. I. 3. Totius injustitie nulla 
capitalior est, quam eorum, qui tum, cum maxime fallunt, id 
agunt, ut viri boni videantur, WxtsTEIN, ParKHuURST, KyPKE.. 
The expression éwiAaBéobai Adyou or pfharoc, to catch at one’s 
words, 1. e. with a view to accusation, is employed in like manner 
by the classical writers. Phavorinus explains the verb arreo@at 
Tivoe apapTavoyroc, and Suidas by péppeaOar. Hence some would 
apply the former signification to this place, and the latter to v. 
26., but the phrases in both instances are unquestionably syno- 
nymous. Compare Xen. Mem. I. 2. 31. Hell. II. 1.32. The 
Latin arrépere has the same import in Cic. N. D. II. 65. Fin. 
III. 4. Exsner, WetsTeIn, RAPHELIUS, SCHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 21. auBdvee mpdcwrov. A Hebrew phrase, denoting 
partiality, and synonymous with. Oavpatew 16 medowrov; in 
Jude 16. See Levit. xix. 15. Deut. x. 7. 17. 2 Chron. xix. 7. 
Job xxxiv. 19. Prov. viii. 5. Ecclus. xxxv. 13. xlii. 1. Lam. iv. 
16. Mal. i. 8. ii. 9. LXX. and compare Matt. xx. 16. Mark xii. 
14. Hence the derivatives tp00wroAnrréiv, TooowTOAHTTHS, 
and mooswroAnvpia, in Acts x. 34. Rom. ii. 11. Ephes. vi. 9. 
Col. iii. 25. James ii. 1. 9. Kurnort, PARKHURST. 
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Ver. 27. avriAéyovrec po) civat. The negative particle is fre- 
quently redundant after verbs of denying. So again in Luke 
xxii. 34. Thucyd. III. 41. VIII. 24. and continually in the best 
writers. In Acts xxiii. 8. we have Aéyovar pi eivar avaoraow. 
Wertstein, Kypxe. Of the import of vide, in vv. 34. 36., see 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. II. p. 24. and compare Luke xvi. 8. 


Ver. 38. mavrec yao avtw Ceow. There is much difference 
of opinion concerning the meaning of this clause. Some under- 
stand from it, that all, though dead, are still living, so far as re- 
lates to God, who discerns equally the past and the future. 
Others suppose that yao is not here causal, but illative, and - 
introduces the main conclusion to be drawn from God’s declara- 
tion to Moses, viz. that all live after death, no less than the Pa- 
triarchs. Others, again, would render O«@ Cv to live to God's 
honour and glory. But it should rather seem to mean that all 
mankind, both the living and the dead, live to God; and that 
death does not close our connexion with him, who has the power 
to recal us to an immortal existence. So Origen, on Psalm cxix. 
50. 6 Kipwoc rove rebvemrac Om Cyv cirev, we ovTw To Cov 
Zxovrac, TAny Soov zy duvaper Ocov tov Zwororjcavtoc. There 
is a remarkable passage, which proves that the best informed 
Jews believed that the souls of the righteous exist in a state of 
happiness, and throws some light on this place, in Joseph. de 
Maccab. c. 16. ratra eiddrec, &rt of dia Tov Osdy aToOviioxovrec 
Coot TY Osw, WoTep "ABpadu, “Ioadk, kat "laxw3, kat wavrec of 
Tlarpiapya. ‘To the same effect is the following, from Shemoth 
RR. p. 159. Rabbi Abbin saith; The Lord said unto Moses, 
Find me out ten righteous persons among the people, and I will 
not destroy them. Then said Moses, Behold, here am I, Aaron, 
Eleazar, Ithamar, Phineas, Caleb, and Joshua. But God said, 
Here are but seven, where are the other three? When Moses 
knew not what to do, he said, O eternal God, do those live who 
are dead? Yes; saith God. Then said Moses, If those which 
are dead do live, remember Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. A. 
CuarkE, WAKEFIELD, Kypke.—[Brza, Wertstrin, Dop- 
DRIDGE. | 


Ver. 46. mepirareiy tv orodaic. M. Anton. I. 7. 2v orodg 
meouvareiv. Arrian. Epic. III. 22. év xoxxevoie weouraretv. It 
has been supposed that oroAy is here adopted from the Latin 
stola, which was a@ woman’s garment, in order to mark the 
length. But Greek writers used the word indiscriminately, and 
particularly for the long garments of the Eastern nations. 
fElian. V. H. I. 32. crodjv Mnduhv. IX. 1. Ilgeooav toppupag 
kai pnAlvac oroddc. The LXX. employ it of various robes. 
See Gen. xxvii. 15. 2 Sam. vi: 14. and elsewhere. In Matt. 
xxl. 5, the expression is peyadévovar ra kpdoreda Tov imartwv 


Re 
vad 
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avvwv. Analogous to our Lord’s is Cicero’s description of the 
Tribune Quinctius: Facite ut non solum mores ejus et arrogan- 
tiam, sed etiam vultum atque amictum, atque illam usque ad talos 
demissam purpuram, recordemini. WETSTEIN, PARKHURST. 


—______ 
Serres 


CHAPTER XxXI. 


Contents :— The widow's mites, vv. 1\—4. [Mark xii. 41.] Our 
Lord’s prediction of the destruction of Jerusalem, and the 
parable of the fig-tree, vv. 5—33. [Matt. xxiv. 1. Mark xiii. 
1.] The necessity of watchfulness, vv. 34—36. [Mark xiii. 
34.] Christ retires nightly to Mount Olivet, vv. 37, 38. 


Verse 4. sig ra Spa. We have here, in the abstract for the 
concrete, the gift for the treasury which received the gift. Com- 
pare Mark xii. 43. Of the temple-offerings, avaOhpara, (v. 5.) 
and the magnificence of the temple itself, see Horne’s Introd. 
Vol. III. pp. 242, 243. Hence Tacit. Hist. V. 5. Vitis aurea 
Templo reperta. 8. Hierosolyma gentis caput: illic immense opu- 
lentie Templum. In vy. 6. ravra must be rendered with respect 
to these things. See my note on Soph. Ant. 212. Pent. Gr. p. 
228. We have similar instances in Psalm xviii. 30. civ. 17. 
Fos. ii. 11. xii. 7. Nah. i. 3. LXX. Aets vii. 40. x. 36. 1 John 
il. 27. Rev. ii. 26. vi. 8. Grotius, WreTsTEIN, WHITBY. 


Ver. 15. ordpua kai codiav. That is, wisdom of speech. We 
have a similar hendiadys, and the same consequence, in Corn, 
Nep. Alcib. 1. Tanta erat commendatio oris et orationis, ut 
nemo et dicendo posset resistere. Compare Acts vi. 10. Wert- 
sTEIN. Of the proverb in v. 18. see on Matt. x. 29. It is not 
to be understood with some as promising a compensation in eter- 
nity for the ills endured for the sake of the Gospel, but as pre- 
dicting the escape of the Christians amid the impending ruin of 
the Jews. ‘This is evident from the next verse, which should be 
rendered by your perseverance preserve ye, 1. e. ye shall pre- 
serve, your lives. Some MSS. read xrhceobe. The words cor- 
respond with Matt. xxiv. 13. 6 iwopetvac sig téX0¢ avtocg owOh- 
aera. Of xracbat, signifying to keep in possession, to preserve, 
we have an example in a similar expression of Lysias: rag uyac 
&AXorptac kéxrnoOa. Of the signification of trouorv) see on 
Luke viii. 5. Wurrsy, KypKe.—[Grorivs. | 


Ver, 22. rypéoa txduxhoewc. See Hos, ix. 8. In the next 
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verse avay«n must be understood in the sense of OXtkre, with 
which it corresponds in Matt. xxiv. 21.; and it is used in the 
same sense in Tobit iii. 7. 11. 2 Mace. vi. 7. 1 Sam. xxii. 2. 
Job xxxvii. 9. LXX. 1 Cor. vii. 26. 2 Cor. xii. 10. 1 Thess. iii. 
7%. Soalso Xen. Mem. III. 10. 12. cic rag avdyxac rac adyel- 
vorarac gumeodvtec. ABlian. V. H. XII. 24. rijy avayeny tie 
aeviac. Sueton. Ces. 68. Famem et ceteras necessitates tolera- 
bant. The metaphorical expression ordéua paxaipac occurs in 
Gen. xxxiv. 26. Judg. xviii. 27. Deut. xiii. 15. Hence Eur. 
Orest. 1295. Sicroua paoyava, Compare Hebd. iv. 12. Soph. 
Aj. 651. Lucian. Trag. 114. Werstern, Exsner, PARKHURST. 


Ver. 24. a&xor tANobOwor Kaipot ZOveiv. The interpretations 
of this text have been extremely various. Some writers under- 
stand the time when the full number of the Gentiles, which God 
will call, shall be completed. This, however, though a very an- 
cient interpretation, is at variance with St. Paul’s declaration, that 
at the conversion of the Jews there shall be a greater and more 
glorious conversion of the Gentiles than that which happened at 
their fall, (Rom. xi. 12. sqq.) It has been supposed that the 
times of the Gentiles were fulfilled when a Christian Church 
was established at Jerusalem by Hadrian, who partly rebuilt it, 
and changed its name to Ala. But the edict which the em- 
peror issued upon that occasion, for the banishment of the Jews 
from Jerusalem, included believers as well as unbelievers ; and the 
new-formed Church consisted of Gentile Christians only, under 
the episcopal direction of Marcus. (Euseb. Eccl. Hist. 1V. 5.) 
At this time, therefore, the Jews did not re-inhabit Jerusalem ; 
nor were they induced, by emulation of the Gentiles, to embrace 
Christianity according to the Apostle’s prediction cited above. 
Others refer the time to the age of Constantine the Great, who 
put an end to the Gentile idolatry in Jerusalem, and established 
the Christian worship there, (Euseb. Vit. Const. III. 26.) But 
here again no particular conversion of the Jews is recorded. 
Besides, Jerusalem is still, and always has been, trodden down 
by the Gentiles, and has never been in possession of the Jews 
from the delivery of the prophecy to the present time; whereas, 
when the times of the Gentiles shall be fulfilled, the expression 
clearly implies that the Jews will be restored. This period, 
therefore, will arrive, when the times of the four great kingdoms 
predicted by Daniel shall have expired, and the fifth kingdom, or 
the kingdom of Christ, shall be set up in their place; when the 
Lord shall again collect the scattered sheep of the house of 
Israel, and all shall be one fold under one shepherd, and citizens 
of the New Jerusalem, the city of the living God. There are 
indeed others who understand by the times of the Gentiles the 
times in which they shall be wise¢ed and punished, and cite in 
support. of their opinion Jerem, xxvii. 7. 1.27. Ezek. xxi. 25. 
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29. xxii. 3, 4. xxx. 3. But this opinion does not seem entitled 
to much attention. Wuirsy, Ligurroot, Newton, RoseEn- 
MULLER.—[Hammonp, Le CuErc, Doppriner, Kurnort, &c.] 
By some interpreters the verb warsioOa is here rendered to be 
had in subjection; and by others to be laid waste, or profaned. 
Either rendering will suit the sense. Compare 1 Mace. iii. 2. 
iv. 60. Rev. xi. 2. Soph. Ant. 1275. Na&rarnrov xapav. Schol. 

pel UBoewe atwHovpuéynv. So Cic. Attic. VIII. 11. Conculcari 
miseram KItaliam videbis proxima estate. Wurstrtn, Park- 
HURST. 


Ver. 25. tv awopia. With perplexity ; a well-known import 
of the preposition. The noun cuvoy), distress, occurs in Judg. 
i. 3. Job xxx. 3. LXX. 2 Cor. ii. 4. So Artem. II. 3. race 
Toig év avvoxy ovor. By evn are here meant the nations of 
Palestine, called ¢vAat in Matt. xxiv. 30. Wertstrrern. Of the 
metaphorical application of éXo¢ to civil commotions, see my 
note on Soph. Ant. 212, Pent. Gr. p. 225. In the next verse 
p6Pov kat mooadokiac is a hendiadys, denoting a fearful expecta- 
tion; woocdoxia being a word of middle signification, and used 
here, as 2Amic frequently, ina bad sense. Compare Psalm cxix. 
116. 2 Mace. iii. 21. Ecclus. xl, 2. Xen. Cyr. I. 6. 16. Polyb. 
I. 31. 3. Joseph. Ant. V. 10. 4. and see my note on Hom. II. 
O, 110. Kypxe, Exsner, Muntue. The accusative xepadac, 
in v. 28., is to be referred to the verb amdoare only, a point being 
placed at avaxiware, which is intransitive. Joseph. B. J. VI. 8. 
5.. dAtyov éxxbavreg ek TOU déove. Compare John vii. 10. Xen. 


Cicon. XI.5. Polyb. I. 55. Theophr. Char..11. WeErsrein. 


Ver. 30. rooBaAwor. Supply pbAAa from Matt. xxiv. 32. Our 
Lord’s precept delivered in v. 34. sqq. is illustrated in the other 
Gospels by the parables of the good and bad servants. The 
noun kpaiTaAn signifies a head-ache, and is distinguished from 
yé0n as being the effect, not the act, of intemperance. Hesych. 
KoaTaAn’ 1%) amo xOZic péOnc Kepadadyia. Ammon. kpauraAn 
kar pé0n crapéper’ KoauTaAn piv yao éatwv 1 xOeow péOn, peOn 
d: a) Tie avTnc ipéoac yvouévn oivwoig. Compare Alciph. 
Epist. III. 21. Herodian. I. 17, 7. Wutsrzry. 


Ver. 36. we mayic. Compare Isaiah xxiv. 17. Eccles. ix. 
12. Of the verb xcafjofa see on Matt. iv. 16. In the next 
verse ora0jvar denotes to be acquitted, pardon and condemna- 
tion being respectively expressed in Scripture by standing and 
falling. See Ezra ix. 15. Psalm i. 5. Nahum. i. 6. Rom. xiv. 
4. The verb dpQpiZav signifies properly to rise early. Its 
proper form is dpOpsbew. Meeris: dp0pevev, “Arrinic’ d0Opi- 
Zev, EAAnvixoc. Theocr. Idyl. X. 58, Mubiodev 7G parpt Kar 
eunv de0oevoicg. Schol. aviorauévy bp8p0v. Hence it sig- 
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nifies, as in this place, to come early to a place or person. Com- 
pare Gen. xix. 27. xx. 8. Exod. xxxiv. 4. Josh. iii. 1. Eeclus. 
xxxix. 6. LXX. Grortius, A. CLARKE, WETSTEIN. 


CHAPTER XXII. 


. 


Contents :— The rulers conspire to take Christ, vv. 1, 2. [Matt. 
xxvi. 3. Mark xiv. 1.] Judas agrees to betray him, wv. 3—6. 
[Matt. xxvi. 14. Mark xiv. 10.] The last Supper, and the 
institution of the Eucharist. vv. 7—20. [Matt. xxvi. 17. Mark 
xiv. 12.] Christ predicts the treachery of Judas, vv. 21—23. 
[Matt. xxvi. 21. Mark xiv. 17. John xiii. 17.] He reproves 
the ambition of his disciples, vv. 24—30. [Matt. xx. 25. 
Mark x. 42. John xiii. 2.] Peter's dental foretold, vv. 31— 
39. [Matt. xxvi. 31. Mark xiv. 27. John xiit. 31.} The 
agony in the garden, vv. 40—46. [Matt. xxvi. 36. Mark xiv. 
32. John xvii. 1.} Zhe betrayal, and Peter's resistance, 
vv. 47—53. [Matt. xxvi. 47. Mark xiv. 43. John xviii. 3.]} 
Eis denial of Christ, vv. 54—62. [Matt. xxvi. 58. Mark xiv. 
51. John xviii. 15.] Christ insulted, tried, and condemned, 
vv. 63—71. [Matt. xxvii. 1. Mark xvi. 1.] 


Verse 3. sionAQe St Saravac x. tr. XA. This expression im- 
plies nothing more than a mental suggestion. So the Apostle 
declares that Satan worketh inwardly (évepyeira) in the children 
of disobedience, (Ephes. ii. 2.) and so the operations of the 
Holy Ghost, which the good are said to receive, are not sensible. 
Compare John xiii. 2. Acts v. 9. 2 Tim. ii. 25. WuitBy, Gro- 
rius, Kuinort. With orparnyoic, in the next verse, suppl 
rov isoov, as inv. 52. and see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 245. 
and the note on Matt. xxvi. 47. 


Ver. 6. Ewpnordynoe. E. T. he promised, scil. to betray 
Jesus; i. e. he agreed or assented to the terms proposed. The 
compound verb is somewhat unusual in this sense; but the simple 
verb is so used in Matt. xiv.'7. So Lysias: siov obv drt Ta- 
Aavrov apyuplov Erommoc env Sovvar’ 6 © wMoASynoE TavTA TOLH- 
oav. Compare Jer. xliv. 25. LXX. 1 Tim. vi. 12, 18. Heb. iv. 
11. Thucyd. III. 90. Polyb. IT. 95. Xen. Anab. VII. 4. 13. 
In illustration of the noun edxarofa we may cite Cic. Off. I. 40. 
Tempus actionis opportunum Grece cixapta, Latine appellatur 
occasio, Fin. II]. 14. Opportunitas : sie enim appellamus e- 
kaoiav, WrETSTEIN, SCHLEUSNER, PARKHURST. The word 
bxA0o¢ signifies both a multitude and a tumult, of which the latter 


¢ 
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sense is best adapted ‘to this place. So also in Acts xxiv. 18, 
Hammonp. 


Ver. 15. emOupia ?xeObunoa. Expressions of this nature, 
according to the genius of the Jewish language, are the strongest 
manner of affirmation, as in Gen. ii. 17. xxxi. 30. Numb. xi. 4. 
Isaiah vi. 9. Matt. xiii. 14. Acts iv. 17. v. 28. and elsewhere. 
Our Lord’s anxiety to eat this passover was caused by his desire 
to instruct them in the nature of his death, as a propitiatory sa- 
crifice ; to institute the Eucharist in memory of his dying love; 
to offer them consolation on his departure from the world; and 
to record the gracious promises which he made them in John xiv. 
xv. xvi. In the next verse we drov is a Hebrew form of ex- 
pression, signifying that our Lord would no more eat the pass- 
over for ever. The thing to be fulfilled (wAnow6}) was the de- 
liverance of mankind from the bondage of sin by Christ’s sacrifice 
on the cross, typified by the sacrifice of the Paschal Lamb, which 
was slain in commemoration of the deliverance of the Jews from 
Egyptian bondage. Macknicut, Grotius. 


Ver. 17. worhpiov. It is probable that only one vessel was 
used during the celebration of the passover. See on Matt. xxvi. 
26. The MSS., however, for the most part, are against this 
supposition, since a very few only have the article before zorf- 
etov. It has been supposed, indeed, that the cup here alluded 
to was not the cup used at the institution of the Eucharist, but 
earlier in the feast, perhaps the first, which was drank before the 
meal. Our Saviour is here said, however, to have given thanks, 
so that it seems rather to have been the cup of blessing, or the 
third of the four, and in that case it was the cup used at the in- 
stitution of the Lord’s Supper. But then, on the other hand, 
how are we to understand what is said below in v. 20.2? The 
perplexities attending the passage are such that it savours strongly 
of interpolation. Both this and the following verse are omitted 
in the Syriac version and some MSS., and may possibly have 
been inserted from the parallel passage in Matthew. Murp- 


DLETON. 


Ver. 24, iyévero & kal piroveia k, t. A. Two cases of dis- 
sension among the disciples have already been recorded, one in 
Matt. xviii. 1. Mark ix. 33. Luke ix. 46., and the other in Matt. 
xx. 20. Mark x. 35. From the difference of circumstances 
which accompanied it, the former cannot be that which is men- 
tioned here; and some are of opinion that the present instance 
is distinct from either of them. It should seem, however, that 
the latter occurrence is here intended, and that St. Luke has re- 
corded it out of the true order of time, for it is scarcely probable 
that a contention for superiority would have arisen upon an occa- 
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sion so truly affecting. The verb 2yévero should, therefore, be 
rendered there had been, i. e. on the way to Jericho.. Grorius, 
Campse.L, Kurnoget, A. CuarKe, Pearce.—[Wuitsy.] Of 
the pleonasm Soxety civar see on Matt. iii. 9. 


Ver. 25. sdepyira. Euergetes, i. e. the benefactor, was the 
title assumed by one of the Ptolemies. The same was affected by 
other kings among the antients: and in order to attain it they 
spared no expence in acts of public munificence and regal splen- 
dour. See 2 Mace. iv. 2. Thucyd. I. 129. Xen. Cyr. III. 3. 4. 
Apol. Socr. 26. Polyb. V. 9. IX. 30. Diod. Sic. XI. 26. Asch. 
Socr. Dial. I. 12. Plutarch. Osir. 355. Coriol. 218. Dion. Hal. 
IV. 32. Athen. p. 349. Joseph. B. J. I. 16. Phil. Leg. p. 349. 
There is an inscription still in existence at Athens to the follow- 
ing effect: The great queen, Julia Berenice, daughter of King 
Julius Agrippa, and descendant of the great kings, benefactors 
(sieoyerov) of this city. With the Romans it was a custom to 
distribute part of the conquered lands among the soldiers; these 
lands were called beneficia, those who enjoyed them beneficiarii, 
and the donors benefactors. With respect to the construction, 
the sense seems to be somewhat inverted: And they who are 
called benefactors exercise authority over them. Grotius, LE 
Cierc, SCHLEUSNER, Hammonp, A. CLARKE. 


Ver. 26. 6 usttwv. It has been conjectured that Peter was 
the eldest of all the Apostles, and that this adjective is here to be 
understood in reference to age, rather than dignity, as in Rom. 
ix. 12., and as the Latin major, in Virg. Ecl. V. 4. But, by 
comparing Matt. xx. 26. it appears that veereooe is rather to be 
rendered as opposed to peiZwy than eiCwv to vewreod¢; and we 
have authorities for vewrepoc, in the sense of an inferior, in clas- 
sical writers. Dion. Hal. II. p. 700. Adéyov amedéxapev drract 
Tot¢ BovAopéevolc, ATS TOY TOOTwWY aXoL TOY vewratrwv. The 
expressions employed throughout have an evident reference to 
office or stationin the kingdom of Christ. Compare Acts v.6. 1 Tim. 
v. 1. Heb. xiii. 17.. With otrme, in the beginning of the verse, 
there is an ellipsis of the verb woueire. KypKe.—[Kutnoet, Gro- 
t1us, Licutroot.] Our Lord’s observations respecting himself, 
in the next verse, may well be referred to his whole life; but 
they seem more particularly to have respect to his late condescen- 
sion in washing the disciples’ feet, (John xiii. 14.) Macknigur. 


Ver. 28. mepacpoic. EK. 'T. Temptations ; i. e. trials, afflic- 
tions, as in Gal. iv. 14. Heb. ii. 18. iv. 15. James i. 12. 2 Pet. 
ii. 9. Rev. iii. 10. In the first clause of the next verse some 
MSS. and versions insert d:afj«nv, and some commentators. in- 
close the second clause in a parenthesis, removing the comma 
after wov, and connecting Scart(Oeuar ipiv iva zoOinre x. 7. Xr. 
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But the various reading is insufficiently supported; and it is 
scarcely probable that the verb dvariMecAac would be used twice 
in the same verse with a different construction. Of the kingdom 
which Christ here.assigns to hisdisciples, see on Matt. xix. 28. 
WuitBy.—[CamPBELL. | 


Ver. 31. swndoa we tov airov. To sift you as wheat ; i. e. to 
put to the test the sincerity of your professions and the strength of 
your principles; to toss you with temptations, as wheat is shaken 
ina sieve. Compare Isaiah xxx. 38. Amosix.9. The noun ofmoy, 
a@ sieve, and the verb owaZevv, are found only in the later writers. 
We may observe that all the Apostles are included in this warn- 
ing, although Simon is especially addressed, as being perhaps 
more immediately concerned in the late dissension, and because 
our blessed Lord foresaw that he was about to fall more deeply 
than. the rest. The plural pronoun imac, and the words orf- 
pi~ov rove adeAgotc aov, sufficiently prove that Peter was not 
alone addressed. Some have thought that there is an allusion 
to Job i. 9. 12., and that the expression both here and there is 
to be understood allegorically. But .there is no foundation for 
this supposition. It is more to the purpose to remark, that the 
earnest address to Simon, so strongly expressed in the repetition 
of his name, instead of forming an argument in favour of his 
primacy in the Church, is rather to be considered in the light of 
a reproof, and prophetic of his want of faith, WrtsTrin, Ligut- 
root, Grotius, RenneL.—[Kutnoet, &c.] It is plain from 
this passage that the power of the devil is restrained, and that 
he can exert his evil influence upon men only so far as God 
allows him. The verb 2&aireto@a signifies generally to demand 
a person to be given up to punishment, as in Demosth. de Cor. 
13. Herodian. I. 12. 12. Joseph. Ant. II. 5. 3., and ina sense 
nearly similar it may be applied here. Sometimes, however, it 
is used in a good sense, as in Xen, Anab. I. 1. 3. Rapuetius, 


PARKHURST. 


Ver. 32. ij txrXelry. E. T. Fail not. Rather fail not utterly. 
Peter’s faith did fail, but by the intercession of Christ he was 
preserved from falling irrecoverably. With émuorpépac must be 
supplied ceavrdv. Some, indeed, take émiorpepac orho.eov for 
a Hebraism for wéArv orhoEov, and compare Psalm \xxxiv. 6. 
LXX. But the better interpretation is, Having at length reco- 
vered yourself, i. e. from your fall. So Matt. xii, 15. Acts ii. 
19. ix. 35. xiv. 15. xxvi. 18. 20. ScHLEeusNER, Brza, Wotr. 


[Grotius, Kurnogz, &c.] 





Ver. 36. axaoav. From amisapprehension of this admoni- 
tion, and inability to reconcile it with our Lord’s non-resistance 
at his apprehension, Bishop Pearce proposes to read rhpav. The 
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words mean nothing more than a prediction of the dangers which 
now surrounded them, in opposition to the security of former 
times; and in like manner the prophets are accustomed to express 
times of danger metaphorically, by recommending the precautions 
which men generally take for their defence. Other symbols also of 
alike nature are continually found in their writings, asin 1 Kings 
xxii. 11. Lsaiah xiv. 21. xx. 2. Jerem. ix. 17. xxvii. 2. Ezek. 
iv. 2. xii. 7. Hos. i. 2. and elsewhere. Hence the direction to 
buy a sword will be nothing more than a proverbial expression, 
denoting provision against impending danger. So far was our 
Lord from authorizing a forcible resistance that he reproves Peter 
for using his sword in Matt. xxvi. 52. The phrase ixavdv éoru, in 
v. 38., though attended with some difficulty, cannot have re- 
ference to the disciples’ reply, inasmuch as two swords could not 
have been sufficient even for a semblance.of defence; in which 
sense it is sometimes understood. Neither is there any appear- 
ance of zrony in our Lord’s answer, as some have imagined. It 
is plain that the disciples mistook his meaning, and the words in. 
all probability were merely indicative of his wishing to dismiss 
the subject for the present. Similar expressions, for a similar 
purpose, are not uncommon in the Rabbinical writings. Grottus, 
Liegutroot, WeTsTEIN, SCHOETTGEN, KutnoEL.—[PEaRcE. | 


Ver, 37. 16 yeyoaupévov. Isaiah liii. 12. Compare Mark xv. 
28. With ra repi guod we must also supply yeyoaupéva. The 
phrase réXoe Eye, which is equivalent to reAcoOjvar, is classical 
Greek. Dion. Hal. IX. 12. rédoe eixe rote Tuppnvoi¢g 7a pav- 
rebpara. Asch. Prom. 12. évroAn Ade Exe téAog Of. WET- 
STEIN. 


Ver. 39. of pabnrai ad’rov. That is, Peter, James, and John, 
as in Matthew and Mark. Inv. 41. some MSS., evidently from 
a gloss, read aweora0n. The verb aroordoba: does not neces- 
sarily imply violence, but signifies simply to withdraw oneself, as 
in this passage, and in 2 Mace. xii. 10. 17. Acts xxi. 1. So Xen. 
Cyr. Il. 2. 5. iva we wrziorov aTvootacba@pev Tov BaowruKov 
atoarebuaroc. The phrase AiPov Bod occurs in Thucyd. V. 65. 
and elsewhere frequently. Compare Hom. Il. Fr. 12. In the 
next verse the particle ci is optative, as in Luke xii. 49, Ham- 
MOND, WersTEIN, Grotius, Kurnort.—[Kypxe.] Of the 
genuineness of vy. 33, 34. see Horne’s Introd. Vol. IV. p. 302. 
In the former the verb évoydev is used in an active sense, as in 
2 Sam. xxii. 40. Eeclus. liv. 70. LXX. but in Acts ix. 19. it 
signifies to be strengthened ; and so also in Gen. xlviii. 2. Judg. 
xvi. 28, xx. 22. LXX. ScHLEUSNER. 


Ver. 45. xoyswuévove ard tie AdTnc. Hom. Od. M. 310. 
KAaibvrecar 82 rotow éxhAvoe vidupog Umvoc. Long. Past. IL.. 
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p. 67. ravra Aéyovta abtév 2 Téy saxotwr kat rig AdTNC brvoe 
Babde Oe FE Plut. de Fort. Rom. p. 323. C. airdv & 
sic Urvov ék dvoBupiac Kat AbwNC aToKAAva. Q. Curt. XIV. 
13. Tandem gravatum animi-anxietate corpus altior somnus 
oppressit. In y. 49. the preposition éy is put for odv, as else- 
where frequently ; and the particle ci is used in the sense of 
num, asin Mark viii. 23. Luke vi. 7. xiii. 23. xxii. 67. Acts i. 6. 
xxv. 20. So Thucyd. I. 118. érnodrwy rov Oedv, si woAsnovow 
Gmswwov Eorar; Eur. Phoen. 736. ei vuxrde adroie ToooaXol- 
sv 2 Adyov. In like manner s?@ is used in Virg. Eclog. IX. 37. 
fEn. IV. 110. Wersrein, ALBERTI. 


Ver 51. 2are fwe rotrov. E. T. Suffer ye thus far. This 
version is obscure, and susceptible of very different interpretations. 
All antiquity seems agreed in understanding our Lord’s expres- 
sion as a check to the zeal and resistance of his disciples ; and 
what is recorded in Matthew and John strongly confirms this 
explanation. Another, indeed, has been suggested, viz. that the 
words were spoken to the soldiers, who are supposed before now 
to have seized his person; and that our Lord requested to be 
released for the purpose of healing the man, whose ear had been 
cut off. But this interpretation is every way exceptionable, as. 
being totally destitute of evidence, and affording a solitary in- 
stance of our Lord’s asking permission to work a miracle.. The 
expression fw¢ rovrov means commonly hitherto; so_that the 
most natural import of our Lord’s words are, let pass what is 
done—Enough of this—No more of this. CampBeLL, WET- 
STEIN, KutnorL,—[Hammonp, Doppripce£, ELsner.] . 


Ver. 53. atrn ipo torw % doa, x. t. A. Some understand 
these words as referring to the dead of night as the most favour- 
able season for deeds of darkness; and compare Sil. Ital. XII. 
193. Perge,age; fer gressus ; dexter deus, horaque nostra est. 
Mart. Epig. X. 19. Hec hora est tua, cum furit Lyceus. But 
it should rather seem that oxdroc is here to be understood of the 
prince of darkness, and that our Lord meant to say, This is the 
hour destined for the completion of your wicked purpose, and for 
the powers of darkness to reign undisturbed. Compare 2 Cor. 
vi. 14. Col. i. 13. The words airn zor: must be repeated before 
2Zovota. Grotius, WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 66. rd moeoBurépiov tov Aaovd. In Acts xxii. 5. 70 
mocof3uréovov is used without the addition of Aaov. St. Luke is 
the only sacred writer who gives this appellation to the Sanhe- 
drim, of which he is doubtless speaking. He calls it also 7 
yeoovata in Acts v.21. Compare 1 Tim. iv. 13, CampBeLt, 


WETSTEIN. 
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Ver. 68. tay 8% cat gowrhow, «7. A. The form of argu- 
mentation among the Hebrews was usually interrogatory. See 
on Mark viii. 11.. Our Lord meant to say, that’ whether he 
simply declared his Messiahship, or entered into an argument to 
prove it, they would equally reject his claims. That they would 
have done:so is evident from their conduct on other occasions. 
Compare Luke xx. 7. 17. 44. Grorius, KuINoEL. 





CHAPTER XXIII. 


Contents :— The examination of Christ before Pilate and 
Herod: his crucifixion, death, and burial, vv. 1—56. [Matt. 
xxvii. 2. Mark xv. 1. John xviii. 28.] 


Verse 1. ro wAnD0c aitrev. It is probable that the chief 
priests and elders, with their servants and dependents, are the 
multitude here spoken of. The common people were gene- 
rally favourers of Jesus, and for this reason the Jewish rulers 
caused him to be apprehended in the night, and it was but now 
just break of day. Compare Luke xxii. 6. 66. Pxrance, A. 
CLARKE. 


Ver, 2. etoousv. The verb here denotes to convict by ju- 
dicial enquiry: as again in wv. 4, 14. Acts xiii. 28. xxiil. 29. 
So Xen. Cyr. I. 2. 7. codaZover 82 Kal ode av aduKWe av zyKa- 
Aovvrac edpioxwor. Of dSvacrpépery, signifying to pervert, to lead 
astray, we have other examples in 1 Kings xviii. 17. LXX. 
Matt. xvii. 17. Acts xiii. 8. WrtsTErIn, KypKe, ELsNErR. 


_ Ver. 4. ov8iv ebpioxw airiov. According to John xviii. 38. 
Pilate did not say this till after Christ had declared to him that 
his kingdom was not of this world ; and probably not till after he 
had discovered, upon examination of the witnesses, that he had 
raised no seditions whatsoever. Lz Cuerc, Pearce, A. CLARKE. 
The word air.ov is properly an adjective, but it is used as a sub- 
stantive: or Javarov may be supplied from v.15. Of the reason 
of Pilate’s question in v. 6. see Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. p. 15. 


Ver. 7. avéwempev adrov mode “Howdnyv. It was the regular 
practice of the Roman preefects to send back (remitiere) the 
prisoner to the governor of the province or district to which he 
belonged, though they had the right of trying all offences com- 
mitted within their respective provinces. Thus it appears from 
Joseph. B. J. III. 10. that Vespasian remitted the trial of the 
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Taricheans to king Agrippa. Pilate seems to have acted in 
this case with a view to obtaining a reconciliation with Herod, 
with whom he was then at variance, (v. 12.) The cause in which 
this enmity originated has been the subject of conjecture: and is 
generally supposed to have arisen from Pilate’s affair with the 
Galilzans, related in Luke xiii. 1. But, be the origin of the 
quarrel what it might, when the character of the parties is con- 
sidered, their reconciliation, as M. Saurin truly observes, is far 
more wonderful than their enmity. Grotius, A. CuarKE, Dop- 
DRIDGE. 


Ver. 8. Oedwy & ixavod x. tr. X. See Luke ix. 9. If Herod’s 
wish to witness a miracle was the mere effect, as some suppose, 
of idle curiosity, we see at once one motive of our Lord’s silence 
before him, who did not choose to exercise his divine power on 
so unworthy an object. In v. 11. the word orpareduaour signifies 
merely a body-guard, as in Acts xxiii. 10. Grotius, KurnoeEt. 


Ver. 15. wempaypévov ara. E.T. Done unto him; which is 
incorrect. The dative is here put for the genitive with wo, 
which is evident from the repetition of the phrase rodocev tt 
a&vov Oavarov in other places. Compare Acts xxv. 12. 25. xxvi. 
2]. Instances of the same syntax are common in the best writers. 
So Arist. Eccl. 73. cat piv ra y GAN tytv 606 werpaypéva. 
Xen. Hell. Il. 2..17. avauvhow ipiv ta robty werpaypéva. 
CaMPBELL, WETSTEIN, Kypxe. In vv. 16. 22. the verb za 
debev, which properly signifies to educate a child, implies, by an 
easy transition, to chastise; chastisement forming a necessary 
part of education. In this sense it is frequently used in Scrip- 
ture, though never by profane writers. See Prov. iii. 12. xix. 18. 
xxix. 17. Wisd. iii. 5. Ecclus. x. 28. LXX. 1 Cor. xi. 32. 2 Cor. 
vi. 9. Heb. xii. 6, '7. 10. .The particular chastisement here in- 
tended is scourging. Hence Theophylact: maweboac’ swhpo- 
vicacg dia paotiywv. SCHLEUSNER, KuINoEL. 


Ver. 28. ph wAatere tw tué. Soph. Phil. 339. Oiwat piv apketv 
ool ye kal Ta o, @ raXdac, Adyhpal’, Bote pi Ta TOV TédaC ore 
vev. Ovid. Met. XIII. 464. Non mea mors ili, verum sua vita 
gemenda est. Cic. Cat. IV. 1. Est mihi jucunda in maiis, et 
grata in dolore, vestra voluntas: sed eam, per Deos immortales 
queso, deponite, atque obliti salutis mee de vobis et de liberis 
vestris cogitate. WrETSTEIN. With respect to the syntax it may 
be observed, that some MSS. read éuot, which is sanctioned by 
Luke xix. 41. The verb xAalev, however, is more usually fol- 
lowed in Greek writers by an accusative without a preposition, 
asin Hesiod. Op. D. I. 220. kAalovea wéAw Te Kat H0ca Aawv. 
But the expression kAalew éé twa is sufficiently confirmed by 


Numb. xi. 13. Judg.x\.37. xiv. 17. LXX. and elsewhere. Of @v- 
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yarépec, réxva, and like terms, denoting the inhabitants of a place, 
see on Matt. xxiii. 37. and compare Gen. xxxiv. 1. Psalm 
exxxvii. 8. Isaiah iii. 16. Jer. xlvi. 24. Luke xiii. 34, xix. 44. 
KUINOEL. 


Ver, 29. waxdpia ai oreipar x. tr. A. How fearfully this pre- 
diction was fulfilled at the destruction of Jerusalem the history 
of Josephus will abundantly testify. See on Matt. xxiv. and 
Horne’s Introd. Vol. I. p. 553. With the sentiment we may 
- compare Eurip. And. 395. Oto. kakov tovd’ & radaw zuy 
marpic' ‘Qc dea racyw* Ti Oé pe Kal TEKeiv ExpnV, "AySocr ew 
dye r@de woocBicOa SutrAovv. Cic. Ep. Fam. V. 16. Neque 
he consolationes tantum videntur proficere debere, quantum sta- 
tus ipse nostre civitatis, et hac prolatio temporum perditorum ; 
eum beatissimi sint, gui liberos non susceperunt ; minus autem 
misert, qui his temporibus amiserunt, quam si eosdem bona, aut 
denique aliqua republica, perdidissent. See also Tacit. Ann. 
II. 75. Sil. Ital. LV. 357. Senec. Cons. II. 5. The next verse 
is descriptive of the dreadful consternation and horror into which 
the inhabitants would be thrown; and there is an allusion to the 
caves and mountains of Judea, to which they fled for safety and 
concealment. See Joseph. B. J. IV. 9. 4. VI. 3. 3. VII. 7. 5. 
Similar expressions occur in Isaiah ii. 19. Hos. x. 8. Rev. vi. 
16. ix. 6. Compare Hom. Il. A. 18. P. 416. Virg. Ain. IV. 24. 
XIT. 892. Ovid. Epist. VI. 144. Fast. III. 609. Sil. Ital. IV. 
331. Grotius, WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 31. si tv tH byo@ K.t. A. This is'a proverbial expres- 
sion. Among the Jews a green tree was looked upon as the 
emblem of the righteous, and one dry and withered as the emblem 
ofthe wicked. See Psalm i. 3. Ezek. xx. 47. xxi.3. Ecclus. vi. 3. 
It appears from the Talmud in Sanhedrim, p. 93., to have been a 
Jewish maxim on the misery that attaches to the good from 
their association with the wicked, who exceed them in number, 
that two pieces of dry wood will burn one piece of green. 
Hence our Lord’s application of the parable will amount to this : 
-—If an innocent man be put to death in the face of justice, by a 
people who professed a divine religion, what oppression and de- 
solation may not be expected amid the anarchy and confusion 
which shall take place at the siege of Jerusalem by the Roman 
armies ? Compare | Pet. iv. 18. Wurrsy, A. Cuarke, ScHorrt- 
GEN. Of EbAor, signifying a tree, we have examples not only in 
Gen. i. 11. Ezek. xvii. 24. LXX. Rev. ii. 7. xxii. 2. 14. and 
elsewhere ; but in Eurip. Cycl. 572. Herod. VII. 65. Theoph. 
Hist. Plant. V. 9. So Hor. Od. II. 13. 11. Tw triste lignum. 
Hence the usage of the word is not merely Hellenistic or He- 
braical, as some have imagined. Parxuurst, Woir.—[VALcK- 
N&R.] In the next verse there should be a comma at £repox Sto, 
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with which caxodpyor is not in agreement, but in apposition. 
Some, indeed, suppose that Christ is here included, not as being 
actually a malefactor, but as being treated like one. But the 
necessity of so harsh an interpretation is avoided by correcting 
the punctuation. KypKe, Kurnort, Ros—ENMULLER. 


Ver. 34. warep, ipsc avroic’ x. tr. X. If ignorance does not 
excuse a crime, it at least diminishes the atrocity of it: and our 
Lord’s benevolent spirit suggested this excuse for his murderers 
at the very moment they were nailing him to the cross, in com- 
plete fulfilment of the prophecy in Jsaiah lili. 12. It is true 
that the Jews knew that they were crucifying an innocent person, 
but, blinded by the most obstinate prejudices, they did not know 
the full extent of their guilt. Some have supposed, however, 
that our Lord could not here have prayed for the Jews, inasmuch 
as his prayer did not succeed in averting the dreadful calamity 
which hung over their nation. The Roman soldiers, who nailed 
him to the cross, had greater excuse also on the score of igno- 
rance; and for them, therefore, the prayer is conceived to have 
been offered. But there can be little doubt that the Jews were 
included in the prayer, which must be limited to the sense of in- 
terceding for time and opportunity of repentance, and forgiveness 
to such as availed themselves of this long suffering and forbear- 
ance. That in this sense the prayer was fulfilled is evident from 
a variety of passages in the Acts. See also 1 Cor. ii. 8. and 
compare 1 Zim. i. 15. Grotivs.—[KurNoEt. ] 


Ver. 40. év rp adr koipart. Under the same sentence. The 
charge brought against Christ in v. 2. was, that he had endea- 
voured to raise a sedition by opposing the payment of the tribute 
due tothe Roman government. It may seem, therefore, that the 
two malefactors were of the same party with Judas of Galilee, 
and others, who refused to submit to the Romans, and resisted 
upon principle the tax imposed by them. Prarcz. See Horne. 


Ver. 43. ohpuepov per tuov toy év tH Tapadeiow. It has been 
a subject of enquiry what our Lord wished the penitent thief to 
understand by this promise. He certainly could not intend to 
sanction the fabulous traditions of the Jews, nor the notions of 
the Essenes; neither can any argument be drawn from it in fa- 
vour of the Mahometan Paradise. Some have supposed, that by 
Paradise we are to understand Heaven, and compare 2 Cor. xil. 
4. Rev. ii. 7. But in the first of these passages it is probable 
that éwo visions are intended, and in the latter the expression is 
clearly figurative. ‘The word has been derived from mapa and 
Selw, to érrigate; but is evidently of Oriental origin. The Greeks 
borrowed it from the Persians, among whom it signified a gar- 
den, or inclosure, full of the richest produce of the earth. J. Poll. 
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Onom. IX. 12. of 82 Mapé8ecot, BapBapixov evar Soxovy rov- 
vopa, HKe kal kara suvnOelav cic Xojow ‘EAAnvixny, we Kal TOA 
Aa dAAa Tov Teponev. Xen. Cicon. kirol re Esovrar, of Tlapa- 
Secor Kadobpevor, TavTwV Kady TE kai ayalor peorol, roca 1H 
vii pbew 20cdc. Compare Xen. Cyr. I..3. 12. Diod. Sic. XVI. 
41. The original word DT), Pardes, occurs in Neh. ii. 8. 
Eccles. ii. 5. Cant. lV. 13. and the LXX use wapadacoe for the 
Garden of Eden in Gen, ii. 10. and for any garden in Numb: 
xxiv. 6. Isaiah i, 30. Hence it came to signify a place of ex- 
quisite delight, and the Jews seem to have used it as synonymous 
with the expression Abraham's bosom in Luke xvi. 22. So 
Tertull. Apoll. §. 47. Paradisum nominamus, locum divine amee- 
nitatis recipiendis sanctorum spiritibus destinatum. So also 
Origen, Chrysostom, and others of the Fathers. It was there- 
fore our Lord’s intention to signify that the penitent sufferer 
might hope for peace and happiness in that intermediate state 
which awaits the good between death and the resurrection. The 
phrase pera twoe eivar is used of those who partake of an enter- 
tainment, as in Judg. xiv. 11. LXX. So also Terent. Heaut. I. 1. 
Hodie apud me sis volo. Plaut. Stich. Cras apud me eritis. 
WetsTEIN, CAMPBELL, Grotius, Horstry, Bos, &c. &c. It 
has been imagined. that grace was begun in the thief, and his con- 
version suddenly perfected, though every circumstance apparently 
concurred to hinder him from believing. Yet it is far from being 
certain that either his faith or repentance was the fruit of this 
particular season. It is evident that he must have known some- 
thing about our Saviour, for otherwise he could not have said 
ovety aromoy trpagée. He may have been acquainted, therefore, 
with the miracles and the preaching of Christ before he was 
thrown into prison, although he had not sufficient resolution to 
abstain from evil courses. Nay, it is even possible that his un- 
timely end may have been occasioned by the single act of insub- 
ordination, for which he suffered; and that he was, nevertheless, 
a sincere believer, and with this exception, a practical follower 
of Christ. That he was convinced of our Lord’s Messiahship is 
evident from his petition, wvhoOnri wou, Kégue, x. 7. ., though it 
may be doubted whether his notion of Christ's kingdom was 
founded on the popular prejudices of his countrymen, or on the 
declarations which our Lord himself had frequently made res- 
pecting it. No argument, therefore, can be drawn from his case 
in favour of the validity of a death-bed repentance, since, even 
upon the supposition that he had had no previous knowledge of 
Christ, he could in that event have had no previous call, and 
therefore he repented as soon as the means of grace were af- 
forded him. The fair inference from the history is, that a true 
repentance is never too late. At the same time, a continuance 
in sin upon the encouragement afforded by this solitary example, 
will end in a repentance which has no analogy to that of the thief 
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except in regard to the lateness of it. Macknient, WHITBY, 
DoppripGE, KurnoEt, &c. 


Ver, 54, trépwoxe. Properly, dawned, as in Matt. xxviii. 1. - 
Herod. III. 86. Polyb. IX. 1.; and hence, as applied to the 
Jewish sabbath, which began in the evening, drew on, ap- 
proached. Compare John xix. 31. By the Greeks, who rec- 
koned the morning the first part of the day, this verb was na- 
turally applied to the ushering in of the day. Hence Luke, who 
was a native of Syria, and, therefore, living much among Gen- 
tiles, would insensibly have acquired a habit of applying a term 
which indicated the commencement of a day beginning in the 
morning to denote the commencement of a Jewish day. In fact, 
the Evangelist only adopted the common practice of his country- 
men. The Syriac verb, which properly denotes to shine as 
the day light, is applied also to the evening light, and is the very 
word used in the Syriac version of this passage. -It is also used 
for éripwoxew in Matt. xxviii. 1.; and some have thought that 
the evening is there also intended; but the context neither re- 
quires nor admits any other sense than the usual one. The Jews 
also, it should seem, had a similar mode of expression, which 
originated in their custom of lighting lamps on the evening of 
the Sabbath. Hence the Sabbath evening was called light. 
Thus Maimonides: By the light, i.e. on the evening, of the 

-fourteenth day they search for leaven by the light of a candle, 
CampBELL, Ligutroot, WerstTe1n.—[MIcH2 Is. | 





CHAPTER XXIV. 


Contents :— The resurrection made known to a party of women 

upon their arrival at the sepulchre, vv.1—11. Peter goes 
to the sepulchre, v.12. Christ appears to two disciples on 
the road to Emmaus, vv. 13—35. His appearance to the 
Apostles, in the absence of Thomas, vv. 36—43. His com- 
mission to the disciples at Jerusalem, vv. 44—49. The ascen- 
sion, vv. 50—53. [Mark xvi. 19.] 


Verse 1. 30000v Babéoe. At the earliest dawn. Thom. M. 
8o00c" & mp5 Tov AVKAVYOUC Kalpde, Ev @ Ere AdxvYy Obvaral TLC 
xoac0a. The word occurs in Esth. v. 14. Prov. vii. 18. Dan. 
vi. 19. Joel ii. 2. LXX. John viii. 2. Acts v. 21. Xen. Anab. II. 
2,21. Diod. Sic. XIV. 104. Polyb. ITI. 73. 3. XII. 26. 1, 
Plat. Crit. 1. de Legg. XII. and with the epithet Bale, which 
points to an earlier period, in Arist. Equit. 216. Theoc. Idyl. 
XVIII. 14. Herac. All. Hom. 492. The time intended is that 

; aqg2 
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described in Ovid. Epist. Her. XIV. 22. Ultima pars nactis, 
primaque lucis erat. Compare Hom. Il. H. 483. Wertsrein, 
Kyrxe, Pavarret. The circumstances in this chapter are either 
recorded by St. Lukealone, or given more at large than by the other 
Evangelists: and he may possibly have derived his information 
from Joanna, with whom he seems to have been acquainted. See 
Luke viii. 9. The last clause of this verse is omitted in several 
MSS. and rejected by the best critics. But the evidence against 
its admission is very trifling: it connects this chapter with vv. 55, 
56. of the last; and the women alluded to were doubtless inha- 
bitants of Jerusalem, who had joined in the train of those from 
Galilee. Camppeti.—[Mitt, Griespacu, Pearce, &c.] Of 
the order of events connected with the resurrection and other 
points of apparent difficulty, see the notes on Matt. xxviii. 1. 
sqq. and the Table. 


Ver. 5. kXwoveov 16 Tedcwmov tie THY ynv. These words 
_ do not imply prostration, but reverence, in accordance with the 
injunction laid upon the Jews not to gaze upon an heavenly vi- 
sion. Compare Exod. iii. 6. xix. 27. Judg. xiii. 20. 1 Kings 
xix. 13. The heathens also regarded their deities with a similar 
veneration, and considered it dangerous to look steadfastly on 
them, when supposed to make themselves visible. Apoll. Rhed. 
IV. 1315. Avrap by tic Erégwoe waduwérec Supar Evexe Aal- 
povac aideobeic. Ovid. Fast. I. 148. Sumpsi animum, gratesque 
Deo non territus egi; Verbaque sum spectans pauca locutus hu- 
mum. III. 3871. 4 media calum regione dehiscere coepit ; Sum- 
misere oculos, cum duce, turba suos. Hence Senec. Epist. II. 
Artifices scenici, qui imitantur affectus, qui metum et trepida- 
tionem exprimunt, qui tristitiam representant, hoc indicio imi- 
tantur verecundiam: dejiciunt vultum, verba submittunt, figunt 
in terram oculos, et deprimunt. Doppripcr, Eisner, Wet- 
STEIN. 

Ibid. ri Snreire x. r. X. This was a common form of speech 
among the Jews, and seems to have been applied to those who 
were foolishly or unprofitably employed. As places of burial were 
unclean, it was not reasonable to suppose that the living would 
frequent them, or that a person who was missing was likely to be 
found there. Thus in Schemoth Rabba, p.124.1. The foolish 
servant of a priest, seeking his master among the tombs, called 
out to the by-standers, Saw ye my master here? They say unto 
him, Thou fool, who ever saw a priest among tombs? So say 
Moses and Aaron to Pharaoh, Thou fool, is it the custom to 
seek the dead among the living, or the living among the dead ? 
Our God is the living God; but the gods of whom thou speakest 
are dead, &c. &c. Compare Vajikra R. 6. So also Plaut. 
Meneech. IT. 1. 15. Hominem inter vivos queritamus mortuum : 
Nam invenissemus jamdiu, si viveret. Ligutroot, A. CLARKE, 
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. WetsreIn. Of the word éuaprwAot in vy. 7. see on Matt. xxvi. 
47, Luke vii..387. The prediction referred to by the angels is to 
be found in Matt. xvi. 21. xvii. 23. and the parallel places. 


Ver. 11. épavycav weet jpog. Lucian. Timon. I. dravra 
Tavra Anooe dn avaTwépyve, kal Karvoe womrKde. Xen. Anab. 
VII. 7. 24. Ajooc wavra ene eivar. Plaut. Poen. I. 1. 4. Nam 
tue blanditie mihi sunt, quod dici solet, Gerre germane, atque 
edepol Xijpot Ahowv. WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 12. 6 82 Mérpo¢ x. r.X. From a notion that St. Peter’s 
visit to the sepulchre, recorded by St. Luke, is identical with that 
in which he was accompanied by St. John, as related in John 
xx. 3., it has been supposed that this verse is out of place, and 
that the Evangelist has not preserved the true order of events. 
Of the genuineness of the verse there can be no doubt, as, with 
three inconsiderable exceptions, it is found in all the MSS. and 
versions. The fact is, there is no reason to believe the two Evan- 
gelists record the same visit; for when Peter and John went to- 
gether, before any report of the women concerning a vision of 
angels, the former went into the sepulchre, which does not ap- 
pear to have been the case according to St. Luke. It is obvious, 
also, that the motives which induced the two visits are perfectly 
distinct, and the circumstances attending them took place in dif- 
ferent parts of the tomb. West, Townson, Kurnoex.—[Larp- 
NER, A. CLARKE. | 

Ibid. wpd¢ éavrév. The commentators differ respecting the 
connexion, in which these two words are to be taken. Some 
join them with awiAe, and translate, he returned home. See on 
Luke vy. 8.; and to the examples there cited add Polyb. V. 93. 
SuéAvoe rode MeyaXamoNXirac zpd¢ avtobc. Joseph. Ant. VIII. 
4. 6. wpd¢ éavrove Ekacrot amyecav. So in Latin, Pheed. Fab. 
IV. 41. Sermone ab ipso cognitum cupidissime Ad se recepit. 
Ter. Eun. III. 5. 64. Eamus ad me. But it may be inferred 
from v. 24. infra, that Peter did not go directly home from the 
sepulchre, but returned to the place where the disciples were as- 
sembled. Hence it is better to connect rpdc¢ éavrov Oavuatwr, 
wondering within himself, as in most of the ancient versions; and 
this method is abundantly confirmed by its suitableness to the 
style of the Evangelist. Thus Luke xviii. 11. modc¢ éavroyv ravra 
wooanbxero. xx. 14. duAoyiZovte medc éavtovdc. Doppriper, 
CamMpBELL, WETSTEIN.—[Kypxke, Hammonp, KurnoEt.] 


Ver. 13. Sb0 2& aitrwv. This long and interesting account is 
not mentioned by Matthew or John, and it is only glanced at in 
Mark: xvi. 12. One of the two disciples was Cleopas, (v. 18.) 
and the other is supposed by many learned men, both ancient 
and modern, to have been i himself. The Persian translation 
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says positively that it was so; but the opinion is at variance with 
the Evangelist’s own declaration in the preface to his Gospel, 
that he was not an eye-witness. Epiphanius thought it might 
be Nathanael, and others have maintained that it was Peter ; but 
these are mere conjectures, and the latter can scarcely be recon- 
ciled with y. 34., unless Xéyovre¢ be substituted for Aéyortac. 
It is clear that neither of them were Apostles, though they may 
possibly have been of the number of the seventy disciples. Dop- 
DRIDGE.—|LigutTFoot, A. CLarKe.] Of Cleopas, and of the 
village Emmaus, see Horne’s Index. There seems to have been 
three places of this name. To that here mentioned the same 
distance of sixty stadia, or about seven English miles, is assigned 
in Joseph. B. J. VII. 6. 6. Possibly the disciples resided there, 
and were returning home after the celebration of the passover. 
Grotius. In the next verse the verb 6mAeiv is used in the 
somewhat rare signification of to converse. Compare Dan. i. 19. 
LXX. Acts xx. 11. xxiv. 26. Joseph. Ant. X. 11. 7. IV. 2. 2. 
XI. 5.6. Eusner, Kress. 


Ver. 16. of &2 6p8adpoi x. 7. X. The commentators are not 
agreed whether the eyes of the disciples were holden by natural 
or preeternatural causes.. A different habit, their having no ex- 
pectation of seeing him, and the grief with which they were af- 
fected, might in part divert their attention, and prevent their re- 
cognizing him; but the peculiarity of the expression, compared 
with that inv. 31. seems to indicate some particular agency of 
God, both upon their eyes and their-memories. Compare Gen. 
xxl. 19. Numb. xxii. 31. 2 Kings vi. 17. sqq., and see on Mark 
xvi. 12. Wuitsy, Doppripez, Hammonp, Grotius:—[Kut- 
NOEL, CAMPBELL, Kypxe, ScHLEUSNER, &c.] The verb avr 
BadAcw, in the next verse, signifies properly to toss from one to 
another, as a bali, §c. and is thence applied metaphorically to 
an argumentative discussion. Compare 2 Mace. xi. 3. LXX. 
The disciples were possibly discussing the probability or impro- 
bability of Christ's Messiahship and resurrection. WeErTsTEIN, A. 
CLARKE. ; 


Ver, 18. od dvocg mapoeic x... There are two ways in 
which these words may be understood; either as a method of 
accounting for the apparent ignorance of a traveller, or as an ex- 
pression of surprise, that any one who had been at Jerusalem at 
the time should be as ignorant as a stranger of the late extraor- 
dinary events. The E. T. favours the first interpretation, but 
the latter is the best, and most generally received, and the pas- 
sage should be thus rendered: Art thou alone such a stranger in 
Jerusalem as to be ignorant of these events? Similar expres- 
sions of surprise may be produced from most languages. Dio. 
Or. III. p. 42, od apa, sire, udvog dvijcooe sf robrwv, & wévrec 
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toaors M. Anton. III. évoe céopov 6 wi) yvwplZwv ra tv xdopy 
dvra. Cic. Milon. 12. An vos, judices, vero soli ignoratis, vos 
hospites in hac urbe versamini; vestre peregrinantur aures, 
neque in hoc pervagato civitatis sermone versantur ? Rabir. 23, 
Adeone hospes hyus urbis, adeone ignarus es discipline consue- 
tudinisque nostre, ut hee nescias? Ovid. Met. II. 9. An que 
per totam res est notissima Lesbon, Non audita tibi est 2: Camr- 
BELL, WETSTEIN, KYPKE. 


Ver. 19. avip reog¢hrne. It is very generally thought that 
avjo is here redundant, more Hebraico. See Exod. ii. 14. 
1 Sam. xxxi. 3. Judg. vi. 8. xix. 1. 16.22. The pleonasm, 
however, if it be one, is equally common in Greek writers, as in 
Hom. Il. [. 370. Thucyd. I. 41. Herod. I. 90. 141. Plat. Phaed. 
9. 34. But it is probable that its use is here emphatic, and in- 
tended as a title of honour. So Lucian. Jup. Frag. 15. & av- 
doce Ocot. Compare 1 Mace. ii. 23. vi. 57. Heclus. x. 26. Acts 
villi. 27. James ii. 2. A. CLARKE, SCHLEUSNER. —[KyYPKE, 
PARKHURST. | 


Ver. 21. tpirny rabrny ipéoav. Achil. Tat. VII. p. 442. roi- 
THY TALTHY THY Huéoay yéyovev apavinc. Itis a general rule that 
nouns to which ovroe is prefixed always take the article; and 
this is invariably the case in the N. T. with the exception of Aets 
i. 5. xxiv. 21. and the present passage. Now in all these cases 
either a numeral adjective occurs, or something analogous to it, 
so that cases of this kind may possibly be regarded as occasional 
exceptions to the rule. Mippteton. There is a difficulty res- 
pecting the nominative case to be supplied before aya. Some 
improperly regard ofpépov in the light of a nominative ; others. 
understand #Avo¢c ; and others again take aye in a passive signi- 
fication, used impersonally. But the noun to be supplied is ’In- 
cove; and the phrase ayew ipépay, which is the same with the 
Latin agere diem, well expresses the doubts which they enter- 
tained as to whether he was alive or dead. - We have a some- 
what similar, though not the same, form in Lucian. D. M. 13. ire 
év BaBtAwv keiuae tolrny ravtyy npéoav. Beza, KypKr, Wet- 
sTEIN.—({Grotius, Doppriner, &c.] Of the verb éiornu, in 
the next verse, see on Matt. xii. 23. Mark iii. 21. It is here 
used actively, as in Acts viii. 9. The adjective de0oca supplies 
the place of an adverb of time. So Job xxix. 7. LXX. t€emop- 
evounv b00o.0c. Virg. Ain. VIII. 465. Aineas se matutinus 
agebat. KUINOEL. See my note on Hom. Il. A. 414. 


Ver. 24. rec. Peter and John, as related in John xx. 10. 
and Peter again, v. 12. supra. With rev ody jpiv there is an 
ellipsis of dvrwy, as in v. 33, Mark ii. 26. So Xenoph. Rep. 
Lac. 13. roéper 1) TALC BactAéa Kal Tove adv adTw. Bos. 
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Ver. 25. Boadeic rH kapola. The adjective Boadtdc¢ is not un- 
usually applied to the understanding, even without the addition 
of év xapéta or the like. Arist. Nub. 129. trAjopwr kat Boadtc. 
Hence Suid. Boadic? 5 pi ayxivove. So Hor. Sat. I. 3. 39. 
Illi Tardo cognomen pingui damus. We have the same com- 
bination as in this passage in Aisop. Fab. avacrevdéac avixpayé, 
7Q avoénrot kat Boabete. Of avénro, rendered fools in the E. T. 
the meaning is rather thoughtless, inconsiderate, being a term of 
expostulation or reproof, not of anger or contempt. ‘The phrase 
morebev txt re is a Hebraism. WetsTEIN, CAMPBELL, Dop- 
DRIDGE. In the clauses of the next verse apEauevoc is applied 
in two different senses. See my note on Soph. Cid. T. 270, 
Pent. Gr. p. 26. 


Ver. 29. mapspiacavro. KE. T. they constrained, i. e. they 
persuaded. See on Matt. xiv. 22. Luke xiv. 23. It has 
been objected that our Lord’s making as though he would have 
gone further was a species of dissimulation, and as such un- 
worthy of his divine character. But he doubtless would have 
gone further had he not been solicited otherwise ; and though 
he was aware that he should be so solicited, his omniscience must 
in no ways be supposed to have influened the wish of the dis- 
ciples to detain him. Grotius, Wuitsy. In the phrase tpd¢ 
éowégav the preposition denotes approximation, as in Joseph. 
Ant. V. 5. So Thucyd. IV. 135. wodc Zap. With rod peiva 
there is an ellipsis of fvexa. WETSTEIN, KUINOEL. 


Ver. 30. AaBav tov dprov x.7.r. See on Matt. xiv. 19. 
Some have thought that our Lord gave his two disciples the Holy 
- Sacrament on this occasion, adding it to the ordinary meal, as 
at the first institution of the rite; and that they knew him 
thereby to be Jesus. But such a notion is entirely without 
foundation. Among the Jews the giving of thanks and the dis- 
tribution of the bread was the office of the head of the family, 
but in mixed companies, he, whose rank and character rendered 
him most worthy of the honours of the table, obtained them. 
Hence; upon this occasion it devolved upon our Lord, his dis- 
ciples being fully convinced from his conversation that he was a 
person of no ordinary account. MackNicur. 


Ver. 31. apavrog eyévero aw’ avtrav. E. T. He vanished out 
of their sight: and in the margin, ceased to be seen of them. 
Many of the interpreters adopt the marginal interpretation, sup- 
posing that Jesus merely departed unexpectedly and on a sud- 
den, and cite the instance of Pelops, in Pind. Olymp. I. 72. 
apavroc éweAsc. In this sense apavroc is unquestionably used 
in a variety of passages. See Asch. Agam. 607. Soph. Cid. T. 
560. Eur. Or. 1495, 1507. Theoe. Idyl. IV. 5. Anac. XXXIII. 
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4. Apol. Rhod. IV. 1330. Arat. Dios. 899. Thuc. VIII. 58. 
Xen. Anab. I. 4. 7. Diod. Sic. IV. 65. Joseph. Ant. XX. 8. 6. 
So Flor. Epit. I. 1. E conspectu ablatus est. The natural im- 
port of the passage, however, seems to be that of a supernatural 
removal. Compare John viii. 59. In v. 36. the words orn év 
péow avtwv should also be so understood. Jesus might unques- 
tionably have entered by the doors, as the disciples from Emmaus 
had done, inasmuch as they were only closed for fear of the 
Jews, and were readily opened to any of their own company. At 
the same time, their mistaking him for a spirit, clearly suggests 
the idea of a supernatural presence. Wuitsy, Grotius.— 
[Wersrein, Le Crexc, Kurnoet.] 


Ver. 32. % xapdia xacouévn iv. The expression is one of 
mingled enthusiasm, affection, and joy ; and the reading is more 
powerful, as well as more authentic, than that of some MSS. which 
instead of kaomévn read xexaXuppévn. Compare Psalm xxxix. 3. 
Jer. xx.9. So Cic. Fin. IV. 3. Incendit igitur eos, qui audi- 
unt. Brut. 80. Ex omnibus oratoris laudibus longe ista sit 
maxima, inflammans animos audientium. Kyrxe, Doppripee, 
WETSTEIN. 


Ver, 34, Ziuwv. None of the Evangelists mention any of 
the circumstances of this appearance to Peter, but St. Paul 
expressly refers to it in 1 Cor. xv. 5.; and in v. 7. he also men- 
‘tions an appearance to James. Yet, as no record of his having 
seen him exists in the Gospels, little credit is due to the story 
which Jerome gives us from the Gospel of the Nazarenes, that 
James had vowed to eat nothing after the Paschal supper till Jesus 
had risen, and that, therefore, our Lord appeared first to him. 
The faith of none of the Apostles was sufficiently strong for such 
a vow; and the order in which St. Paul speaks of the appearance 
to James suits very ill with the story. As Mary Magdalene was 
the first woman, so probably Peter was the first man, who was 
favoured with the sight of his risen Saviour, who may perhaps 
have appeared to him on his return from the sepulchre, v. 12. 
Had Christ been seen of the other Apostles before Peter, who 
had denied him, he might have deemed his repentance ineffectual, 
and despaired of his restoration to the favour of heaven. Dop- 
DRIDGE, MACKNIGHT. 


Ver. 36. ciohvn wyiv. Scil. torw. This was the usual form of 
salutation among the Jews. See Horne’s Introd. Vol. III. 
p- 437., and compare the note on Matt. x. 12. The Vulgate 
adds, Ego sum, nolite timere ; and several other versions have the 
same addition: but only two Greek MSS. have éy ciué: ph 
popssioOe. GRotius, CAMPBELL. 
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Ver. 37. mvedua Oewpsiv. Of the Jewish notions respecting 
Spirits, see on Matt. xiv. 26. By his observation in v. 39. our 
Lord by no means intended to sanction these notions, but merely 
to convince them, according to their own ideas of spirits, that he 
was not one. That the Jews believed in the immateriality of 
spirits is evident from the definition of R. Hoshaiah in Bereshith 
Rabba, p. 34, 2. that they are beings to whom souls are created, 
but they have no body made for those souls. Of a similar notion 
prevalent among the Heathen the classics afford a variety of 
examples. ‘Thus Max. Tyr. Diss. XV. 1. ov ydo capxeg ai 
dapdvwv dbcec, ovd? data, ove? aiua. Ovid. Met. 1V. 443. 
Errant exangues sine corpore et ossibus umbrea. Compare 
Hom. Od. A. 217. Virg. AEn. VI. 700. Quintil. Decl. X. Cic. 
Tus. I. 11. Christ pointed to his hands and feet, which still bore 
the impression of the nails, as a yet further proof of his mate- 
riality, and that the same body was before them in which he had 
been nailed to the cross. Hence, as we shall be like him in the 
resurrection, our bodies will be united to our souls at the last day. 
See Phil. iii. 21. Ligutroot, Grotius, WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 88. avaBaivovor. In the sense in which this verb is 
here used the Latins use surgere, as in Virg. Ain. I. 582. Que 
nune animo sententia surgit. With the expression amiorety amd 
xapac, v. 41., compare Matt. xxviii. 8.; and add Liv. xxxix. 49. 
Vix sibimet ipst pre nec opinato gaudio credentes. Of the Jewish 
division of the O. T., which our Lord adopts in v. 44., see Horne. 
Christ had spoken of the fulfilment of the predictions contained 
therein, in Matt. xvi. 21. xvii. 23. xx. 19. Mark ix. 31. x. 34. 
Luke ix. 44. xviii. 33. xxiv. 7. There is reason to believe that 
this and the following verses were spoken after the Apostles had 
returned from Galilee, from the appointed meeting with Christ; 
but the harmony of the passage is not easily settled. Grortius, 
WETSTEIN. 


Ver. 45. Suhvoigev advtov rov vovv,x. tA. It is one thing to 
explain the Scriptures, and another to open man’s understanding 
to receive them. Christ did the latter, probably by giving them 
now the first gift of prophecy or interpretation, iounvetag } éa- 
Absewc, Which fell more plentifully upon them at the day of 
Pentecost. Compare Acts xvi. 14. The phrase occurs fre- 
quently in Justin and other Fathers. Grotius, Wuirsy. 


Ver. 46. rq rpiry juépg. So John ii. 22. Acts ii, 25. xiii. 35. 
1 Cor. xv. 4. It does not appear, however, in what part of the 
O. T. Christ's resurrection on the third day is predicted, unless 
in Hos. vi. 2., and typically in Jon. i. 17. The prophecies to 
which Christ more immediately alluded in these two verses were 
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probably Psalm ii. 6. 8. xxii. 3. cx. 2. sqq. Isaiah ii. 3. xxviii. 16. 
xl. 9. xlix. 6. iti, 12. 1x. 1. lx. 1. Jer. xxxi. 34. Dan. vii. 14. 
Hos. ii. 23. Joel ii. 52. Mal. i. 11. Grorius.. In v. 47. ap&a- 
pevov is an impersonal participle, so that you begin. So Herod. 
IIT. 91. amd 2 Tlocedniou rodi0¢, THY ’Aupiroxoc 6 ’Apugrapew 
olktce em’ ovpoict Toto. Kirikwy te kal Sbowv, apEauevoyv ad 
tavryc x. tT. A. Some MSS. read ap&auévwyv, which would be the 
genitive absolute with judy understood. But the received read- 
ing is undoubtedly correct. With knpvyOijva supply det, from ze 
in the preceding verse. Rapruetius, Ensner. It was both 
graciously and wisely appointed by our Lord that the Gospel 
should begin to be preached at Jerusalem; graciously, as an 
encouragement to all penitents, who would thus see that even the 
murderers of Christ were not excluded from the offers of mercy ; 
and wisely, because the facts which had there happened, and 
were about to happen at the day of Pentecost, afforded the most 
ample testimony to the truth of Christianity. Doppripae. 


Ver. 48. robrwv. Namely, of all the events of the life and 
death of Christ, but more especially of his resurrection, as the 
most incontrovertible proof of his divine mission. Compare dets 
i. 21. Wuirsy. Of the sufficiency of the Apostolic testimon 
see Horne’s Introd. Vol. J. The évayyeXia, promise, the fulfil- 
ment of which our Lord forewarns them to await in Jerusalem, 
was the descent of the Holy Ghost, promised in John xv. 26. 
xvi. 7. See Isaiah xliv. 3. Ezek. xxxvi. 26. Joel ii. 28. Acts i. 8. 
Heb. xi. 13. Of the verb évdtvecAa, signifying to be invested 
with, we have examples in Rom. xiii. 14. 1 Cor. xv. 53. Gal. 
iii. 27. Col. iii. 9,10. So Tacit. Agric. 9. Tristétiam, et arro- 
gantiam, et avaritiam exuerat. Senec. Epist. 47. Regum nobis 
induimus animos. See my note on Hom. Il. A. 149. Grortutus, 
Kyrxe, A. CuarKE. : 


Ver. 59. 2Eiyaye 82 avrovc xk. T. A. See on Mark xvi. 19. 
It was far more proper that Christ should ascend into heaven, 
than rise from the dead, in the sight of his Apostles; for his 
resurrection was proved by his appearances subsequent to his 
passion, but his ascension could only be visible at the time when 
it took place. DoppripGe. 


Ver. 52. mpocxvvhsavrec avtév. See on Matt. ii. 2. It is 
manifest that the expression here indicates religious worship, as 
paid to one who was no longer present with them on earth, but 
ascended into heaven. Of d:avrav7be, in v. 53, see on Luke xviii. 
1. The Apostles were constant attendants in the Temple at 
the stated hours of prayer, and at the sacrifices offered morning 
and evening, which are called 6Aoxavorépara Siaravto¢ in 
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1 Chron. xvi. 40. 2 Chron. ii. 4. It is scarcely possible that 
they could have taken up their abode in any of those apartments 
belonging to the Temple, as some have imagined, which are 
mentioned in 2 Kings xi. 2, 3. 2 Chron. xxii. 11, 12. This 
the Sanhedrim and rulers would not have permitted, if we may 
judge from their inveterate hatred of the cause to which they 
were attached. Wuitsy. 
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